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OUR WRAPPER. 


1 paersibars pm observe a % fn week in the 
title at. of our wrapper. e Weekly Reporter, 
;announced at the late sna meeting of cus 
pwspape: Company, is now owned by the proprietors 
the Solicitors’ Journal, and the two publications are 
fed under one management. A joint title would 
ow, under any circumstances, as a natural conse- 
ee; but in our case motives of convenience have 
) weighed. At present, when the cases in the 
are numerous and long, we have to pay double 
age; while, by adopting pas title ns e Journal 
the Reporter, the stamp ‘will cover t operas ot 
|. Our circulation has increased so much of late, that 
‘number of extra pennies has become formidable; 
}eur readers will, no doubt, readily acquiesce in 
ange which will, facilitate the distribution, while 
Will decrease the expense, of the publication. 
of title, we may observe, applies to the 
r only. The Weekly Reporter retains its own 
fate title at the head of its and will bind up 
le end of the year precisely as before. The same 
tion applies to the Solicitors’ Journal. 
me. > 
Ss CURRENT TOPICS. 
laring the past week a deal of business has been 
Hby Parliament. The Ministerial Reform Bill has been 
nched, and provokes more comment and criti- 
in active opposition. The Debtor and Creditor 
yhas been read a second time in the Lords, although 
ty all the law lords, backed’ by Lord Overstone, 
ged for a select committee of inquiry. The Chan- 
it fairly showed that there have been committees 
“inquiries enough on the subject, and while time 
ad no new information could be gained. 
}portion of Lord Chelmsford’s reply, in which he 
ed to the petition of 4000 merchants, praying for 
Sbolition of the official assignee, and for commercial 
in bankruptcy, was somewhat discomfiting to 
‘Overstone, who had previously spoken of the 
fe mercantile community as op’ to such ac . 
Pwe see here, as in other things, that the spectacles 
eif-opinion are very accommodating. 





i the Commons, Mr. Collier's Bill, to disallow the 

aes of conreying voters at elections, has passed a 
Net cP opposed by the Government—a 
o, 114, 


< 
@ 





significant fact, which lends force to the rumours afloat 

among both parties, that the days of the Ministry are 
short. The belief most prevalent at the present moment 

is, that the Reform Bill will be negatived on the second 

ae , and that Ministers will resign without a disso- 
ution. 

Mr. Locke King’s Real Estate In Bill 
voked much opposition, and was thrown out by a decisive 
majority. Perhaps there was some truth in what Mr. 
Lowe said, that the question is exaggerated on both 
sides, and would do neither half the good nor half the 
mischief which its supporters and opponents respectively 
prepeeey. Be that as it may, the measure is 
to the feeling of the country, which does not view with 
approbation any attempt to seriously infringe on the 
principles of our real property law. 

The Landed Estates Bill and Registry of Titles Bill 
have been read a second time without discussion—have 
been committed pro forma for the insertion of amend- 
— now await the further discussion of the 

ouse. 


Chief Justice Cockburn delivered on Wednesday last 
the judgment of the Divorce Court in the celebrated 
case of Robinson v. Lane. The Court has dismissed the 
petition, on the ground that the admissions of adultery 
in the diary of the wife are not to be reliéd on in the 
absence of corroborative testimony. It must not, how- 
ever, be supposed that the Court has laid down any 
general rule against evidence of this description. On 
the contrary, the Chief Justice clearly stated that, 

If, after looking at the evidence with all the distrust and 
vigilance with which it ought to be regarded, the Court should 
come to the conclusion—lIst, that the evidence was trustworthy; 
2nd, that it amounted to a clear, distinct, and unequivocal ad- 
mission of adultery—it would have no hesitation in saying that 
it ought to act upon such evidence, and afford to the injured 
party the relief sought for. The admissions of a party charged 
with a criminal or wrongful act had been ‘at all times, and in 
all systems of jurisprudence, considered as most cogent and 
conclusive proof; and, if all doubt of its genuineness and sin- 
cerity were removed, no reason would exist why such confession 
should not, as against the party making it, have full effect 
given to it in cases like the present. 

The Chief Justice pointed out, in his judgment, the 
peculiar turn of Mrs. Robinson’s mind, her flightiness 
and proneness to exaggeration, particularly on all sub- 
jects connected with the passions, as justifying the rejec- 
tion of her diary as evidence. The Court refused Mrs. 
Robinson her costs, and expressed pity for her husband's 
unfortunate position. The judgment of Sir Alexander 
Cockburn is much admired for its ability. 


We call attention to a petition of the Incorporated 
Law Society, in favour of a concentration of the su 
rior courts of law and equity, which will be found in 
another column. A Bill is to be introduced by Lord 
John Manners, the title of which sounds ominous; but 
we have no fear that the Doctors’-commons scheme will 
be sanctioned by the House of Commons. 


————>—_—-- 
BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 
IHL. 


One of the greatest evils of the present bankruptey 
system is the enormous amount of the costs of adminis- 
tration, and no measure will be satisfactory which does 
not provide for a very considerable reduction of them. 
At present creditors are, on this account, so averse to 
going into Court, that it is not an uncommon practice 
or debtors to threaten them with bankruptcy if they 
do not accept the composition offered, which is often 
much less than the estate would yield if economically 
wound up; and in cases where assignments are made, 
creditors are frequently induced to forego the investiga- 
tion into the debtor’s conduct and transactions. obtain- 
able through the Court, and to wink at his delinquencies, 
rather than risk the loss of a considerable portion of the 
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dividend which the estate will pay if wound up privately 
by trustees appointed by the creditors. It is therefore 
evident, that besides the loss in dividends, the excessive 
costs of lure have a direct ten to 
unfair conduct on the part of the debtor, and - 
vance by the creditor, and for the sake of commercial 
morality alone a sweeping reform is urgently required. 
Before considering the means by which the costs may 
be reduced, it may be convenient to state, as far as the 
materials before us enable tis to do so, what is the actual 
amdunt of the under the exi 


From a Parliamentary returii of amourits collected and 
disbursed 


in each bankruptcy wound up in the years 
1853, 1854, dnd 1855, it oe that out of assets 
amoutiting to £1,978,325, £1,078,386, or 54 per cent., 
was paid in dividends; and no less than £627,221, or 
neatly 82 per cent., was disbursed in expenses, of which 
£235,513, or nearly 12 per cent:; was paid in solicitors’ 
charges alone. After deducting these dividends and 
expenses, @ sum of £278,454, or 14 per cent. upon the 
gross assets, remained undisposed of. This balance 
would be subject to a further per-centage in the shape of 
official assignees’ and solicitors’ charges, court fees, &c. ; 
but if the amount were added intact to the sum paid in 
dividends, it would only make up the total to 68 per 
cént., so that, upon the most moderate estimate, the 
average cost of administering all bankrupts’ estates 
realised duting the three years amounted to 32 per 
cent. 

It has been objected to the reliability of these returns, 
that pore do not distinguish preferential payments in 
full, such as rent, taxes, wages, &c.; and it has been 
alleged that these items form a considerable portion of 
the amount disbursed as expenses. In order to rebut 
this: as¢umption, the accounts of all the estates admi- 
nistered f gh the hands of one official assignee, 

three years, have been analysed, and the follow- 
ing is the result :-— 





Preferential Other 


Payments. Dividends. 


Year. | Receipts. 





s. a » a. 8. a. & 6.4. 
6918 511 
10,092 2 6 
2149 19 I 


19,160 8 4 


& q 
1854 13,544 2 2 
1855 20,558 10 4 
1856 5435 9 4 





17,576 14 11 

















Total ..| 30,538 1 10 





From this account it appears that the preferential 
payments amounted to 7 per cent. They are, no doubt, 
very variable; but the caleulation is spread over a suffi- 
cient period to show a fair average. 


In contrast with this, we have an authentic return of 
the expenses in Scotch ba: ies, showing an ave 
expense of 12 per cent., and (after adding 7 per cent. for 
preferential payments) a clear saving of 13 per cent. 
Over the average cost in the English courts. 

The first item of expense which we have to notice— 
and it is one which presses seriously and most unfairly 
upon the creditors of English bankrupts—is the charge 
upon the court fees of the annuities and com tions 
payable in respect of offices abolished in 1832, which 

ill amount to about £22,000 per annum. Nothing can 
be more monstrous than that this sum should be levied 
upon bankrupt’s estates at the present day ; but we need 
not dwell upon the subject, as both the Bills before 
Parliament provide for the transfer of this charge to the 
Consolidated Fund; and we apprehend that 
tion to the holders of offices, now or hereafter to be 
abolished, must, upon the same principle, be also paid 
out of the Exchequer. 

The fiext item is, the salaries of the commissioners 
and other officers, which are at present paid entitely out 
of the court fees. In dealing with uiestion,; it is 

soundness 


ry to the discussion as to the « 
ofa principle 


has now been adopted with respect 





to every other tribunal but the Bankruptey 
er ge that it is the duty of the pooped od Hrd 
cial officers. This — “a be i Be 
settled ; but it is alleged that A grape ond vtirt ig 
not 4 cotitt of jtstice, but merely an adu ve 
machinery for dividing insolvent estates amongst th 
creditors, for rie the ey must pay. x. this bin, a 
correct view of the case, the argument ought to 
ried to its legitimate extent, and tt the Tasbh: 
vent Courts, the Sheriffs’ Courts im Seotland, to the 
extent of their bankruptcy jurisdiction, and partially to 
the Court of Chancery, w present has exclusive 
jurisdiction in the administration of the estates of de- 
ceased debtors. We think, however, that the épponents 
of the present hae Pe _ rr shape to at tu 
t, and that t ues must eon- 
Tiered ‘on highde grounds. : 

In a great commercial country, a iptcy or if- 
solvency court is quite as much a necessity as courts of 
equity and common law; and if the judicial and mer- 
cantile or administrative elements in bankruptcy be 
separated and kept quite distinct, the sn lishment of 
which is one of t i Bax features of Lord John Russell's 
Bill, the objection to which we have alluded will have 
no application, as the commissioners and registrars 
(except so far as the latter may act as @ taxing-mastér) 
will be.confined exclusively to the discharge of judicial 
functions, and will not be jied either.in the collec- 
tion or distribution of Prd ys of law or equity, 
or mixed questions of law and equity, will arise upon 
the petition for adjudication, the proofs of debts, the 
examination of the bankrupt and the application: for 
certificate, which the comiiissionér must hé; bat 
it cannot redsonabl er ee there is not af 
least as t an obligation upon the State td a 
court for the detefinination of these que tonal 
arisitig ex necessitate, as to provide tribunals for 
recovery of debts, and the deterthination of questions of 
law or caaty, dtising out of disputes betweéh indivi 
which are often of 4 ¢apricious or frivolous fiatuté: | 
it were netessary, it ; with séiié Feason; be cite 
tended; that of the two Classes, the uiiforttitiate py 
in the Batikruptey Court have @ gréater claim ha 
assistance of the State, thai litigants wie seelt the aid 
of the equity or ¢oftimon law courts fféth othe? miotive 
or causes than necessity. Upon the whole, we think 
that having regard to the country on the one hand, did 
suitors on the other, the fairest settlement of the question 
would be, to charge the salaries of the judges att 
régistrars and the Court ve igen Ae a the Consolidated 
Fund, and to pay the sal or r remuneration to 
the taxing-master in London (if tetained), the official 
assignees, and any other officers, out of fees; atid thit ii 
the country, the per-centage paid on taxation of costs by 
the registrar should go into the exchequer, towards the 
payment of his salary. se 

The costs of administration may be. further econo- 
mised by the abolition of unnecessary offices, the reduc- 
tion of the number of meetings, and other alterations 
in the procedure ; but it will be more convenient to d 
with these matters when we come to the consideration 
of the constitution and practice of the Court, 

. As we have before intimated, this question deserves 
serious consideration upon more important la rr 
the mere saving of expense, for the sake of 

and we trust the Chancellor of the Exchequer will not 
oo to the perry er Fund of the ex 
isti ture compensations 

offices, and such a proportion of the 

under the new system, as will place 

Courts in England upon %n equal 

Sheriffs’ Courts in Scotland. 





vane 
 Hanter Carey, of the € 
ttornéy-Géneral of thd new 


bat, fas been 


Mr, A. ne 
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Courts, Appointments, Vacancies, se. 


GUILDHALL. 


- (Sittings at Nisi Prius, before Mr. Baron Bramwet, and a 


Common Jury.) 
‘ Paget v. Bottomley. Feb. 26. 
This was an action brought to recover damages for an alleged 
The defendant pleaded “ Not guilty. 

. 0. B. C. Harrison appeared for the plaintiff; Mr. Henry 
fepresented the defendant. 

appeared from the plaintiff’s case that the parties were 
housekeepers at 55, Broad-street, City, and, a letter containing 
bills of exchange having been missed from a room under the 
control of the defendant, she made use of the words complained 
of—namely, “ No doubt that the woman up-stairs has taken it, 
and has given it to her friend the Frenchman.” 

At the conclusion of the plaintiff’s case Mr. James submitted 
that the words used did not amount to a slander. 

Mr. Baron BRAMWELL.—I have very considerable doubt 
whether they do, and it is very singular that there is. no case 
_ the subject. It.seems to me if any person states the con- 

usion at which, upon certain facts, he has arrived he is not 
guilty of slander. However, Mr. James, you had better go to 
the jury. This is a sort of make-believe action, for if one 
party recovers she gets nothing; and about a few paltry words 
which no one believed, costs have been incurred amounting to 
upwards of a £100. I must say it is a scandalous action. 

The learned counsel having then addressed the jury on be- 
half of their respective clients, 

His Lordship summed up. 

The jury asked what amount of damages would carry costs. 

Mr. Baron BRAMWELL said, he was not sure that he ought 
to tell them if they were going to make a bad use of the infor- 
mation; as they would do if they allowed their verdict to be 
influenced by it. However, Lord Campbell had said that it 
was a part of the law of the land, and, therefore, a jury should 
be made acquainted with it. The amount of damages which 
would catry costs was 40é. 

The jury returned 4 verdict for the plaintiff, damages one 


A! 


THE STATE OF THE COURT AT GUILDHALL. 


Tn the course of a trial, on Saturday last, Lord CampBeny 
noticed the unseemly attitude of the attorney for the defendant, 
standing with his back to the judge, and leaning over the first 
row, where the Queen’s coungel sit. 

The attorney explained that he was taking notes of the evi- 
dence, in the tem absence of the leading counsel, and, 
as there was no provided for the attorneys, he was obliged 
to stand and write, He was very glad of the opportunity of 
noticing to his Lordship the fact, that in no other court were 
4 PP left without the accommodation of a desk or table. 

CAMPBELL said, he quite concurred in the justice of 
the complaint, and he supposed that if it were noti¢ed in the 
usual manner something would be done to remedy it. 


eee 


CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 
(Before Lord Chief Baron Pot.ocx.)—Mar, 2. 
Alfred Skeene and Archibald Freeman, the colonial brokers, 


who were convicted at a recent session, under the Factors Act, 
of having misappropriated a warrant for a cargo of timber, were 
brought up for judgment. These prisoners, it will be remem- 
bered, carried on an extensive business in the City of London 
as colonial brokers, and they were convicted of having unlaw- 
fully di of a warrant for a cargo of timber that had been 

to them to sell, by borrowing. money upon it from 
their banker. A point of law, under a use in the 15 & 16 
Vict, ©. 30, was raised on their behalf, similar to the one put 
forward in the case of Sir John Paul, namely, that as the 
bankrupts had made a full disclosure of the circumstances con- 


ith the tfansaction, upon their examination in the 

. Court, they were shielded by so doing from all 
nal consequences. eo ti s sitting in the Court of 
Appeal, to five—decided that this 
exception only applied. to cases.where the disclosure was made 
before any criminal had been instituted, and they 


[ 


therefore confirmed the conviction; and the defendants, who 

have been at large upon bail, were consequently called upon to 
and receive judgment. 

, Gan baneeateris peeing sentences sila; Gio wcigny y of public 

justice punishment. A man who forges a deed the 

More easily to raise money, in the expectation of repaying it, 





and does repay, has still been guilty of P 
when he committed the forgery of the Barl 
name to the bond, intended, and expected to be able to pay it; 
and, in fact, he (the learned Baron) believed it was satified to 
the fullest extent, and that, at all events, nearly the whole of 
the money was paid. But no lawyer of that day 
tured to suggest that the crime did no 
many years since the law was ali ; but a 
ago a celebrated satirist pointed out the anomaly of the law, 
and on being asked by a Frenchman why he did not prosecute 
the person who had cheated him, replied, “ Ob, it is only a 
breach of trust!” upon which the Frenchman pa ere 
that is treachery added to dishonesty.” It was true that, ui 
lately, it was merely & breach of trust, but now brokers and 
agents were in the same position of servants. After somie 
further very lengthy remarks on the newness and nature of the 
offence, the learned judge said the object of the punishdient 
would be as an example, and to deter others from pursuing the 
same course. 

The prisoners were then sentenced to twelve months’ im- 
prisonment with hard labour. 


John M. Read and Samuel Thompson, of “ The Mercantile 
Loan Fund Association” notoriety, pleaded guilty to the several 
indictments brought against them for fraud and conspiracy, and 
were sentenced to eighteen months each hard labour. No 
evidence was offered against the female prisoner, Ann Thomp- 
son, and she was discharged. 


os 


NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Newoastts. 
(Before Mr. Justice WitiEs and a Special Jury.) 
Block v. Eltiot—Mar. 1. 


This was an action brought by a farmer residing near Bel- 
ford against a chemist at Berwick, to recover compensation 
the poisoning of 850 sheep by means of a wash sold by 
defendant to the plaintiff, for killing the vermin and i 
the skin and wool. This practice consisted of the 7 
of the sheep, with the exception of the head, in a sol 
poisonous ingredients of which were not di 
day, the 14th August, the operation was 
following Monday the sheep began to die off. 
interval a very heavy storm visited that district, whi 
the solution from the fleeces of the sheep and po 
grass, of which an ass and an ox suffered the samie fate a8 
sheep. ‘The symptoms were staggering, giddiness, 
faintness, and ultimately death ensued. 

In addition to its fatal effects on the cattle, it operated 
judicially on several other parties who were én; in 
dipping, by penetrating the flesh of their hands and 

veral witnesses were examined, and it was proved that 
portion of wash powder allotted by the defendant to éach 
sheep was 195 grains; that the poison of arsenic was dan- 
gerous and capricious, and would sometimes poison and some- 
times not. It might be used with impunity, but never without 
tisk. 

Mr. Atherton, Q.C., having addressed the jury for the defen- 
dant, the learned judge summed up, and the jury returned a 
verdict for the platittiff damages, £1400. 
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WHITECROSS-STREET PRISON. 

Since the recent riotous proceedings in the Whitecross-streét 
Prison, rigorous measures have been adopted, and very 
penalties have been imposed for unlawfully conveying spirits 
into the gaol. Two men have been fined in the mitigated 
peal of £5 each, or in default one month’s imprisonment, 
or this offence, which it is said is greatly on the imerease. 
Under the Act, governing cases of this kind, the penalty was 
fixed at not more than £20, nor less than 410, or three months’ 
imprisonment; but under Jervis’s Act, the magistrate is em 
powered to further mitigate the penalty; but he has no power, 
under the Prisoners Act, to allow time for payment of the fine 
beyond the rising of the Court. This is a great and 
not only imposes a penalty totally at variance with the 
but throws obstacles in the way of the recovery of fines, by 
restricting the time for payment, by which highly pe pa 
persons may, and have been, sent to prison t6 herd with felons, 
for the simple reason that they forgot to put £5 in their pockets 
when they left home in the morning. 


i 


EXTRAORDINARY CHARGE AGAINST A TRUSTER. 


Fabean Court Cullen, a min about forty-five of age. 
was brought before the Lord Mayor on pected borgy 
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with having obtained £1100 from Mrs. Julia Phillips, a widow, 
residing at Abbey Wood, Kent, by false pretences. 

Mr. Metcalfe, who appeared for the prosecution, said, Mrs. 
Phillips, the prosecutrix, was in 1852 left executrix to the will 
of her late husband, Mr. Joseph Phillips, who left her con- 
siderable property. She had to prove the will and pay the 

duties, and before the accounts were passed she was 
i uced to the prisoner, who at that time lived at Canterbury, 
as @ person of respectability. She was introduced to him either 
as an attorney, or acting as an attorney, and he was entrusted 
by her to get the accounts passed, to pay the legacy duties, and 
to perform other matters connected with the will. He told her 
that the duties would amount, as in reality they did, to about 
£600; and she gave him, on August 25, 1856, £600 for the 
express purpose of paying those duties, and she took from him 
the following receipt:—‘“ Received of Mrs. Julia Phillips the 
sum of £600. F.C. Cullen.” It turned out that the duties 
were not paid. Ultimately the affairs were thrown into Chan- 
cery by some of the relatives, and it became necessary to prove 
the payment of the duties. The prisoner then went to Mrs. 
Phillips, made a communication to her, ‘seemed anxious that 
matters should be arranged, told her that the legacy duties were 
paid, that the accounts were passed, but that the papers were 
detained by the officer connected with the Legacy Duties Office. 
He said that it was necessary to get the papers, but that before 
he could do so he should have to deposit £500 further, which 
would be hereafter returned to her, and he professed that he 
was very intimate with the gentleman at Somerset House who 
had the conducting of the business, and whom he would induce 
to remit a portion of the duties. The prosecutrix was beguiled 
by this statement, and after some considerable difficulty she 
raised the £500, and entrusted him with it, making altogether 
£1100, he pretending that the papers were in the Legacy 
Duties Office. Instead of paying either the £600 or the £500, 
the whole amount paid had been two sums of 8/. 12s. 4d. each. 

The prosecutrix was then examined, and her evidence being 
corroborative of the statement of her counsel, the prisoner was 
remanded. 





THe CoronersHir For East MippLesex.—Two gentle- 
men are in the field for the coronership of the eastern division 
of the county of Middlesex, rendered vacant by the death of 
Mr. Baker—namely, Mr. T. W. Radcliff, of Stepney, auditor of 
the north-east metropolitan district; and Mr. J. Humphreys, 
the election agent. The appointment is in the gift of the free- 
holders. 

We regret to have to announce the death, on Sunday last, in 
the seventy-first year of his age, of W. J. Broderip, Esq., F.R.S., 
who, for upwards of thirty years, held the office of one of the 
metropolitan magistrates. The late lamented gentleman was 
ealied to the bar of the Hon. Society of Gray’s-inn on the 13th 
May, 1817. In the early part of the year 1819 he commenced 
with Mr. Bingham, the present sitting magistrate at Great 
Marlborough-street Police Court, to edit the reports bearing their 
names, which lasted till he was appointed to the Thames Police 
Court in 1822, Mr. Bingham continuing the reports alone. In 
December, 1846, he was transferred to the Westminster district, 
where he sat till his resignation, which took place in January, 
1856. The deceased was a bencher of Gray’s-inn, and was 
much respected by all who had the honour of his acquaintance. 
His taste for natural history led him to take a deep interest in 
its study, and a few years since he published in one volume, 
“ Leaves from the Note-book of a Naturalist,” which was a 
reprint from Fraser's Magazine. 

Amongst the educational qualifications for voters in counties 
and boroughs proposed in the new Reform Bill, are barristers- 
at-law, serjeants-at-law, in any of the inns of court in England, 
or a certificated pleader or conveyancer; certificated attorneys, 

- end solicitors or proctors, in England and Wales; or anyone 
who shall be a graduate of any university in the United 
Kingdom. 
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Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
(By Marti Wane, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 
Domicit, OntemnaL AND. AcquiREn. 

Lord v. Colin, 7 W. R., V.C.K., 250. 

This case is worth noting, not because it establishes any new 
point in the law of domicil, but as illustrating the doctrine 
which was laid down in Hoskins v. Matthews (4 W. R. 216), that 
the domicil of origin is not so easily lost as an acquired 








The present case took twenty-two days in argument before 
the Vice-Chancellor, who occupied a whole day in giving judg. 
ment. ‘The testator, Dr. Peter Cochrane, was born in Scotland, 
entered the East Indian medical military service, amassed a 
fortunein India, where he married, and then returned to Scotland, 
where he had an estate, and where he probably would have 
passed the remainder of his life had it not been for rumours 
against his wife’s character, and some other matters of dissatis- 
faction, which made his residence there uncomfortable, He 
accordingly removed to Paris in 1826, and remained in France 
till his death in 1831, with the exception of a visit to England 
and Scotland in 1829. He made two wills—one in India, in 
English form, and one in Scotland, in Scotch form, in 1821; 
and also a settlement in Scotch form, in 1829. If Dr. Coch- 
rane’s Scotch domicil had not been his original domicil, but an 
acquired one, it seems probable that the Vice-Chancellor would 
have held that he had exchanged it for a French domicil; but 
under the circumstances, the Court pronounced in favour of the 
domicil of origin, namely—the Scotch. (See Story’s Conflict 
of Laws, s. 44; Phillimore on Domicil, p. 101.) 

BANKRUPT—CONDITIONAL CERTIFICATE—SALARY OF 

PuBLic SERVANT. 
Ex parte Harnden, 7 W. R., L. J., 280. 

In this case the Lords Justices have once more protested 
against the system of giving conditional. certificates to bank- 
rupts in such a way as to send them back into the world with 
power to contract fresh debts, and crippled as to their means 
of liquidating them. ‘The same opinion was expressed by them 
in Ex parte Hammond (3 W.R. 197), and Ex parte Anderson 
(5 W. R. 483). In the present case, the trader was an eating- 
house keeper, and held, at the same time, the office of timber 
measurer in one of her Majesty’s dockyards, at a salary of 
£150 year. The Commissioner gave him a second-class certi- 
ficate, but annexed to it a condition that he should pay annu- 
ally a certain portion of his salary as timber measurer to the 
official assignee. ‘This condition was struck out’ by the Lords 
Justices, who gave him an unconditional third-class certificate, 
(See “ Wise’s Bankrupt Law,” 212.) 

Another reason for expunging the condition should also be 
taken notice of—viz. that the bankrupt enjoyed his salary for 
duties as a public servant, and the Lords Justices considered it 
contrary to public policy that the salaries of public servants 
should be reduced: below that amount which the authorities 
considered adequate payment for the duties they have to per- 
form. 

Statute or Limitations—Bonp DEeBT— 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT. 
Moodie v. Bannister, 7 W. R., V. C. K., 278. 

In this case, Kindersley, V. C., decided that, with respect to a 
bond debt which had become due more than twenty years be- 
fore the suit, it was not necessary that the acknowledgment in 
writing required, in order to take the case out of the Statute of 
Limitations, should amount to a fresh promise to pay. Accord- 
ing to this decision, the case of a bond debt under 3 & 4 Will. 4, 
c. 42, s. 5, differs from that of a simple contract debt under the 
old Statute of Limitations (21 Jac. 1, ¢. 16). In the case of 
simple contract debts, it is well established that the acknow- 
ledgment must be such as wil] imply a promise to pay; but the 
Vice-Chancellor has decided it otherwise of specialty debts, 
and that a mere acknowledgment of the debt being unpaid is 
sufficient. In the present case, the acknowledgment was in the 
answer of the executrix of the obligor in a suit instituted by 
the creditor, which contained the following passage:—“I say 
that the only debt of the testator which remains unpaid 
is a debt of £299, with a considerable arrear of interest 
owing to G. H. on the testator's bond; and such debt has 
not hitherto been paid, because the testator was surety only 
for J. W. B., who died in 1829.”: ‘The Vice-Chancellor 
observed that this section (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s..5) first con- 
tained.the word acknowledgment, which did not occur in the 
statute of James. On what acknowledgment was here meant 
the whole question for decision turned. Was it any acknow- 
ledgment, whether amounting to a promise ‘to pay or not? 
This was a question of considerable importance, now arising for 
the first time, and, except in one ease, where it was not decided, 
the cases did not touch the question. His Honour then ex- 
pressed his opinion, that the effect of the section was, that any 
acknowledgment in writing was suffigjent, and would prevent 
the setting up of the statute. The result was, that the residu- 
ary legatee was bound by this acknowledgment of the execu- 
trix; although the mere fact of the executrix not having set 
up the Statute of Limitations would not have precluded the 
OC id legatee from doing so. (See “ Smith, on Contracts,” 
$13, : f 
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Soricrror’s Ligen—ComPromiseE. 
Verity v. Wyld, 7 W. R., V. C. K., 270. 
This case is of importance, as illustrating the nature and 
extent of a solicitor’s lien on a fund in Court. The solicitor in 
this case acted for the plaintiff, who had executed a creditor’s 
deed, and had filed a bill’ against the trustees of the deed 
charging them with breaches of trust. The trustees paid a sum 
of money into court; and afterwards a compromise was agreed 
upon between the parties, under which the fund was to be paid 
to the creditors. As no part of the money was to come to the 
plaintiff, his solicitor endeavoured to impeach the compromise 
as collusive against him, inasmuch as it deprived him of his 
lien for costs; and he presented a petition, asking that provision 
might be made for the payment of his costs, in preference to 
the costs of the other parties, and in the alternative that 
no order might be made in the suit for the payment 
of any sum to any of. the parties without notice to 
him. But the Vice-Chancellor held that the petition was 
founded in error; for a solicitor has no lien on the property of 
his client, as against other parties, but only on whatever the 
client recovers as the fruits of the suit, which, before it’ comes 
into his pocket, is liable to satisfy the solicitor’s costs; but if 
there was reason to suppose that the client was attempting to 
receive money, the fruits of the suit, so as to exclude the soli- 
citor, that would justify an application by the solicitor, to pre- 
vent the fund from being so far dealt with. 
His Honour also remarked, that the solicitor’s lien would 
never be allowed to preclude an honest and fair compromise. 


& 
aa 


Notes on Recent Cases at Common La. 
(By James STEPHEN, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Lush's Common Law Practice,” ¢c., §c.) 








I. IN BANC. 
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, Law oF. 


Smethurst v. Mitchell, 7 W. R., Q. B., 226. 

The rules which regulate the liability of principals who buy 
goods through an agent are well defined and simple, but their 
application to particular combinations of fact is occasionally 
somewhat uncertain. The general proposition is, that a seller 
to an agent who does not disclose his principal, may resort, at 
his option, either to the agent or to the principal, as soon as he 
discovers who the latter is. ‘The case of Thompson v. Davenport 
(9 B. & C. 78) is a leading one-upon the subject. There Lord 
Tenterden said, that if a person sells goods, supposing at the 
time of the contract that the person with whom he is dealing 
is not the principal in the transaction, but agent for a third 
person, he may afterwards recover the price from the principal, 
though in the meantime he has debited the agent; but this doc- 
trine must be taken subject to the following proviso—viz. that 
the state of the accounts between the principal and the agent 
has not in the meantime become altered to the prejudice of the 
former. ‘This qualification is founded upon the doctrine that 
when once the seller has made his electson between the agent 
and the principal, he is bound by his choice; and that, at all 
events, it would be unfair to the principal to hold him 
liable after he has given credit to his agent, or paid 
him money in respect of the purchase—provided always the 
time of payment for the goods agreed on at the time of sale has 
expired. On the other hand, if the time of payment has not 
elapsed, then the principal cannot, by prematurely settling with 
his agent, exonerate himself from his liability to the seller. 
(See Kymer v. Suwercroft, 1 Camp. 109; Heald v. Kenworthy, 
10 Exch. 739.) 

In thegpresent case the plaintiff sued the principal in the 
place of the agent under the following circumstances:—The 

, the price of which was the subject of the action, had 
originally sold in August, 1857, to a commission agent H., 

and the plaintiff at that time knowing H. to be such an agent, 
knew nothing of the defendant’s being principal in the trans- 
action. H. had been supplied by the defendant with funds to 
meet the price of the goods, for he had accepted bills drawn on 
him by ft; but these (though negotisted by H. at his own 
bankers) were never applied in payment of the goods pur- 
chased for the defendant. In October, 1857, the defendant's 
firm stopped payment, and in November of the same year the 
tiff was for the first time informed by H.that he had 

ht the goods for the defendant. Notwithstanding this in- 
timation, however, the — never declared any intention of 
against the defendant, or of electing to treat him as 





was commenced. At the trial a verdict was found for the de- 
fendant on the ground above alluded to, viz. that since the sale 
the state of the accounts between H. and the defendant had be- 
come altered to the prejudice of the latter; but leave was given 
to move the Court that the verdict be entered for the plaintiff, 
The main argument in his favour was, that the time of election 
did not arrive till after the bills had been remitted by the 
defendant to H. to cover the price of the goods, and that 
these bills being (as they were) dishonoured, nothing was 
really done to alter prejudicially the position of the 
defendant with regard to H.’s accounts after the right of 
election accrued. But the Court nevertheless allowed the 
verdict to stand, on the ground that the plaintiff was at all 
events bound to elect to proceed against the defendant a rea- 
sonable time after he was discovered to be the real principal; 
and that the plaintiff, having allowed nearly a year to elapse 
before treating the defendant as vendee, raised the presumption 
that, after discovering who the principal in the sale was, he still 
elected to continue to trust the agent to whom he had in fact 
sold. This case may be added as a pendant to that of Heald v. 
Kenworthy (10 Exch. 739), cited in “ Smith’s Mercantile Law,’’ 
by Dowdeswell, p. 150. There the principals were held indeed 
to be liable, but they had given their agent authority to pledge 
their credit, instead of (as in the present instance) supplying 
him with funds in anticipation, by means of bills. 


PracTicE—PLEADING—GENERAL IssvE, 
Newton v. Cubitt, 7 W. R., C. P., 228. 


This case is an authority for the proposition, that, in the 
system of pleading which has become established since the 
Common Law Procedure Acts, 1852, 1854, it is not allowable, 
any more than it was before the changes introduced by those 
statutes, to place on the record at the same time, and with 
regard to the same cause of action, the “general issue” appro- 
priate to the case, and also a special plea, the defence raised 
by which may be given in evidence under the general issue. 
The defendant in the present case was sued for invading the 
plaintiff’s ancient ferry, and was desirous of being allowed to 
plead together with pleas of “ not guilty” and “ not possessed” — 
a plea setting forth certain facts showing that the plaintiff, at 
the time of the alleged invasion, possessed no such right as 
that in respect of which he sued. All the judges of the Common 
Pleas concurred in holding that such pleading could not be 
allowed. 

II. COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL. 
AN AFFILIATION SUMMONS IS NOT A PROCEEDING IN P@NAM. | 
Reg. v. Berry, 7 W. R., C. C. R., 229. 

This was a case of perjury alleged to have been committed 
upon the hearing of an affiliation summons granted against 
the prisoner—such alleged perjury consisting in his having 
falsely sworn that he had never paid any maintenance 
money to the applicant. The mother of the child stated ver- 
bally, on her application for the summons (though not on 
oath), that such money had been paid to her by the prisoner 
twelve months after her child’s birth, as required by the statute 
(7 & 8 Vict. c. 101), in order to give the magistrate jurisdic- 
tion. The prisoner was indicted for this alleged perjury, and 
found guilty; but sentence was postponed till the opinion of 
the Court of Criminal Appeal could be had on two points raised 
in his favour; Ist, that according to the proper construction of 
the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 101, and 8 Vict. c. 10 (the Acts under which 
the affiliation proceedings had been taken), the summons could 
only legally have been granted on a written information and 
after oath made that money had been paid by the putative 
father; and 2ndly, that the perjury was assigned on a matter 
not material, inasmuch as the fact of payment was mate- 
rial only” for the purpose of granting, not disposing of 
the summons. This last objection the Court ‘of Criminal 
Appeal put aside immediately, saying, that it was necessary 
at the hearing of the summons to prove the payment of the 
money by the defendant as alleged, and that such payment was 
clearly corroborative evidence of the paternity, and conse- 
quently anything but “an immaterial matter.” With regard 
to the summons having been granted on the verbal application 
of the mother, and not on oath, the Court entertained more 
doubt, and ultimately overruled the objection, contrary to the 
judgment of Martin, B. The decision of the majority of the Court 
was founded on their opinion that the proceedings given by the Bas- 
tardy Actsabove referred to werenot in poenam, but inthe nature 
of a civil suit, to impose a pecuniary obligation on the putative 
father; and that, consequently, the prisoner could not now 
object to the matter having originally been disposed of coram 





vendee nearly a year afterwards, when the present action 


non judice, since he had attended the summons, and thereby 
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waived any irregularity that might have existed in the process) 
The ease of Reg. v. Wiltshire (Justices of) (12 A. & E. 793) 

was express in favour of the Crown; for there it was held that 
@ putative father, who had appeared at the petty sessions to 
oppose an order being made against him for maintenance, could 
not afterwards for the first time object that he had not received 
the seven days’ previous notice of the intended application, re- 
quired by the law on this subject then in force. On the other 
hand, the case of Reg. v. Scotton (13 L. J,, M. C., 58), relied 
upon by the prisoner, was distinguishable, because there the 
irregularity complained of had been in proceeding on a penal 
statute, and, consequently, was not waived. 


a 
~~ 


Communications, Correspondence, and 
Extracts. 





TRANSFER OF LAND. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicitors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 
S1m,—Whatever may be the opinion of the lawyers with 
reference to the Bill of the Solicitor-General, it is evidently the 
determination of the public at large that the present system of 
conveyancing shall be superseded by another less expensive. 
Whether the new system will work as well as the old one, and 
the expenses in the majority of cases be reduced as much as 
the public seem to anticipate, are problems which it is at pre- 
sent impossible to solve; though my own opinion is, that in 
ordinary and small conveyances the benefits to be conferred by 
the Act will not be so advantageous, pecuniarily, as people 
imagine. We know very well that the salaries of judges, regis- 
trars, commissioners, clerks, &c., cannot be paid out of a small 
fund; and therefore that the fees to be paid by purchasers will 
not be of a trifling nature. We have a specimen of the cheap- 
ness of undertakings of a national character in the county 
courts, the fees of which, considering the immense amount of 
business done therein, are monstrously high—the hearing fees 
alone being two shillings in the pound on the amount sued for; 
while, by-the-bye, the treasurer (a Government nominee) gets £850 
per annum for a few weeks’ work in the course of the year,and the 
attorneys practising in the court a ridiculously small allowance, 
and nothing at all in cases below £5, However, the public 
have made up their mind to a court for the registry of titles, 
and have it they will—for never, perhaps, was public opinion, 
so far as it has yet manifested itself, so unanimous in favour of 
any measure. No doubt many solicitors have given just cause 
of complaint of the expense of the present system; and now 
they will most assuredly suffer for it, and drag their less blame- 
able brethren into the same mess with themselves. To the 
latter class (and particularly to young solicitors) the conse- 

mences will be very serious; and, of course, equally so to the 
Reais: but they do not deserve any sympathy. 

Let us, then, suppose that the new system will deprive us of 
half our present reasonable profits; and that it will ultimately do 
so, I do not think there can be much doubt. Can we afford to 
lose it? Are the other departments of professional business so 
numerous and profitable that we can generously give up our 
earnings to gentlemen of the bar of seven years’ standing, who, 
I presume, will be appointed by the Ministers for the time being 
te do the work hitherto done by us? ‘The statistics of the 
amount of business done in the superior courts since the exten - 
sion of the county courts, and the scale of fees in the latter 
courts allowed to us, will best answer these questions. 

What will become of four-fifths of the gentlemen intending 
to enter our branch of the profession is a mystery to every one. 
Mr. Warren has wisely given a word of caution to parents not 
te expend large sums of money in putting their son¥to a pro- 
fession the duties and emoluments of which are gradually 
dwindling away, and which, I fancy, will, in a few years, be 
almost nil, in consequence of the absorption of nearly all 
business by the State. ‘This is a serious matter, being nothing 
less than the present injury, and perhaps future extermi- 
nation, of one branch of the profession for the benefit 
of the other, The attorneys have hitherto put up with 
much bad treatment without grumbling, and have shown 
themselves content to waive their just claims to many 

blic appointments for which they are eminently qualified, 
k at the Court of Bankruptcy, for instance. What barrister 

of seven years’ standing is more competent to fill the office of 
commissioner in bankruptcy than Mr. Linklater or Mr. Law- 
rance? Yet, because both these gentlemen are solicitors, they 


claims to fill the many appointments which this new Act will 
create, and to prevent, if possible, the vast amount of patronage 
which it will confer from being monopolised by the Government, 
else the Act would be more honestly intituled, “ An Act to pro- 
vide Employment for the Relations of her Majesty’s Ministers,” 
than “ An Act to simplify the Titles to Estates.” Any appoint- 
ments that are open to us should be to us exclusively, for we all 
know by experience that when a barrister or solicitor is eligible, 
the latter is often passed over. Better will it be if only a few 
appointments are given to us alone, than a great many to be 
divided with the bar. We shall then know what to expect— 
otherwise, I fear but very few appointments will be given to 
members of our unfortunate body. 

A word or two about the certificate duty. Will the country 
lawyers consent to pay the Government £6 annually for the 
great privilege of doing nothing? I should like to know, sir, 
what reason can be assigned why barristers, who enjoy exclu- 
sive audience in the superior courts, and monopolise nearly all 
legal appointments—certainly all the best—should not pay 
certificate duty as well as ourselves? If the attorneys quietly 
submit to this scandalous impost any longer, they will not 
deserve commiseration. Meetings of the profession should be 
held in every town, and petitions presented to Parliament at 
once for. the total abolition of the duty, or for its reduction, 
which its extension to the bar would enable the Government to 
effect. Unfortunately we have no efficient representative of our 
body in Parliament, nearly all the lawyers there being barristers; 
but we make our power to be felt if we only determine upon 
action.— Your obedient servant, RoBerRt WHEELER. 
Cheltenham, March 2, 1859. 





COSTS IN COUNTY COURTS. 
To the Editor of ‘Tae Souicirors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 

Srr,—Allow me, through the medium of your paper, to draw 
the attention of the profession to a plan by which those provi- 
sions are evaded which are intended to operate as a check on 
costs being run up against defendants in cases properly within 
the jurisdiction of the county courts. 

I was engaged a few days ago in taxing a small bill of costs 
in a case in which the plaintiff claimed 2/. 6s. more than he 
was entitled to, and a summons was therefore taken out to stay 
“on payment of 51. 12s.”—“ and costs (if any) to be tamed, ec.” 
The plaintiff's attorney refused to take such sum unless the 
order was drawn up “ with costs to be taxed;” the same amount 
was therefore paid into court, the plaintiff by his replication ac- 
cepting it in full discharge. 

On the authority of several cases, the Taxing Master held 
that the payment of money into court by the defendant entitled 
the plaintiff to his costs without reference to the 15 & 16 Vict, 
c. 54, s, 4, which provides for an application on the part of the 
plaintiff to the court or a judge to obtain his costs in actions 
under £20. 

If an order is made on a summons to stay the payment of 
certain sum, it appears that the plaintiff is entitled to his costs, 
up to the time of such summons, notwithstanding he might 
have been deprived of them had the defendant not appeared 
but given notice of opposing plaintiff's application for costs. 

The result of this is obvious, for in every case where there 
is a desire to “make costs” in causes properly within the juris- 
diction of the county courts, the plaintiff's attorney need only 
issue a writ in the superior courts claiming £2 or £3 more than 
his client is“entitled to, and the defendant is then forced to take 
one of four alternatives: 

He can either submit to a judgment including the overplus 
unjustly claimed, and then oppose the plaintiff's application for 
costs; # 

Gr he may take out a summons to stay, on payment of the 
right amount, an order on which entitles the plaintiff to costs; 

Or he may pay the money into court, which entitles the 
plaintiff to his costs; 

Or, if of an obstinate disposition, he may take the last and 
worst alternative, and defend the action, and if right, thus de- 
priving the plaintiff of his costs, remaining, of course, sad 
with his own. 

This is surely a most serious flgw in those Acts which have 
been framed with a view, if possible, of preventing any unfair 
or oppressive treatment towards defendants on the part of plai 
tiffs or their attorneys, { 

Apologising for intruding so much on your valuable space-- 
I am, Sir, your obedient servant, ARBTICLED CLERK. 





are excluded from all hope of 
Lem ours, oz, Yon will do oll you can to advance our just 


March 1, 1859. 
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TRUSTEES RELIEF BILL. 
fo the Editor of Tue Sovicrrors’ Journa & REPORTER. 
} I am anxious to call the attention of the profession to 
the 28th section of the otherwise excellent Bill of Lord St. 
’* To amend the Law of Property, and to relieve Trus- 
” This section renders a solicitor or agent of a vendor of 
liable to fine and imprisonment, “ with or without hard 
Igbour,” on being convicted of having fraudulently concealed 
ny deed or instrument from the purchaser in order to induce 
him to accept the title offered to him. 

This clause, as it appears to me, is unnecessary and mischie- 
yous. I have not heard that any evil has resulted from the 
want of such an enactment. Surely the present remedies are 
saficient. Instead of simplifying and reducing the costs of the 
transfer of land, which is the object of most of the recent: legis- 
lative measures on conveyancing matters, it would, in many 
cases, increase the length of our abstracts, and consequently the 
amount of our bills. It would operate in this wise: It con- 
gtantly happens that the owner of land desires to sell it by 
auction in many lots; and it is important to keep down the 
costs as much as possible; the solicitor is instructed accordingly ; 
he takes as the root of his client’s title a conveyance twenty years 
old, and makes it one of the conditions of sale that the purchaser 
shall not be entitled to any evidence of the vendor's title an- 
terior to that deed. The solicitor puts on one side all the ear- 
lier deeds; he does not consider it necessary to examine them, 
knowing that, if he did, his client would think he was putting 
him te unnecessary expense, and he would lie under the impu- 
tation of “making business.” But could he do this if this Bill 
should pass with its 28th clause ? Would he not say, I must 
abstract all these old deeds, lest hereafter some more ingenious 
man than myself should raise therefrom a quibble fatal to the 
marketability, although, perhaps, not to the safety of the title; 
and I may be indicted: for a misdemeanour, when it will be vain 
for me to say, I did not do it fraudulently, for I did not look 
atthe deeds ? The having the means of knowledge would be 
too strong for credence to be given to such an answer. If 
this view is sound, I trust measures may be taken to have 
the obnoxious clause expunged from the Bill.—Yours, &c. 

March 1, 1859. A SoLicrror, 


LICENSED MENDICANCOY. 


To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ Journnat & REPorTeEr.' 
$im,—It was my duty to attend the trial of an action in the 
Court of Common Pleas, at the Guildhall, during the present 
sittings after term, I was the attorney for the plaintiff. The 
jary had scarcely pronounced theii verdict when I was beset, 
in the presence of the ries by three men, all of them wear- 
gowns, who insisted on my giving them alms, I gave to 
first applicant 2s., who said that was not sufficient; to the 

id I gave 3s., and he said, though dressed in a gown, that 
ts bay was all he had to depend upon, and that he had to 
livide it between four. A third then came up and demanded 

Money, but, believing in Banquo’s ghosts, I thought it high time 

© Bold bard, ‘This man—t think he called hitoself the ball 

was very importunate, but I was inflexible; and the 
of my charity to the poor city officials, who “ have no- 
else to depend upon,” being stopped, I had no further 
tions, 

1 you allow me, Sir, to ask, through your columns, one 
question of the dignitaries of our poor City of London? Is 
tot this state of things disgraceful?—I remain, Sir, your obe- 
dient servant, PLAINTIFF'S ATTORNEY, 

February 26. 

CONCENTRATION OF THE COURTS OF LAW AND 

EQUITY, AND THE OFFICES THEREOF, 

To rue HonovraBLe tae Commons op tHE UNITED 
Kinepom or Great Brrrain AND IRELAND IN Par.ia- 
MENT ASSEMBLED. , 

The Humble Petition of the Society of Attorneys, Solicitors, 
Proctors, and others, practising in the Courts of Law and 

‘ the United Kingdom, incorporated by Charters of 

William the Fourth and Queen Victoria, 

. SHEWETH,— 

That the insufficiency of the existing courts of law and 

, and of the.offices connected therewith, for the due ad- 

tion of justice in this metropolis, has long been the 

ect of complaint, as well on the part of the suitors and the 

ic, a8 of the judges of the respective courts, the members 
bar, and the general body of titioners, 

That most of the courta are of inadequate dimensions, de, 

fective in construction, and ill-adapted to the important pur- 

Pees for which they are designed. 
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That the courts of law at Westminster, even if their early 
removal were not necessary for the completion of the new 
Houses of Parliament, are inconvenient in situation, insufficient 
in space, and destitute of the requisite accommodation for jury- 
men and witnesses, for suitors, their counsel and attorneys, and 
for the public, 

That the evils thus complained of haye already formed the 
subject of inquiry by your Honourable House—seleet commit- 
tees haying been appointed in the years 1840, 1841, and 1845, 
“to consider the expediency of erecting a building in the neigh- 
bourhood of the inns of court, for the sittings of the courts of 
law and equity, in lieu of the courts adjoining Westminster 
Hall, with a view to the more speedy, convenient, and effectual 
administration of justice.” 

That the evils above adverted to were proved in evidence by 
numerous witnesses examined before such committees, amongst 
whom were included the late Lord Chancellor Cottenham, the 
late Lord Langdale (then Master of the Rolls), two of the then 
Viece-Chancellors, some of the common law judges, Masters in 
Chancery, eminent members of the bar, and attorneys and soli- 
citors in extensive practice, who concurred in opinion that 
concentration of all the courts of law and equity, and the offices 
connected therewith, in a central situation, would greatly pro- 
mote, as their separation and dispersion greatly impeded, the 
due and convenient administration of justice. 

That the evils thus brought under the notice of your Hon- 
ourable House have since greatly increased, owing to various 
legislative and other changes which have recently taken place; 
to the establishment of new courts; and to the creation of 
additional judges in equity, involving, as a necessary conse- 
quence, the appointment of an increased staff of registrars, 
clerks, and other officers. 

That since the abolition of the office of the Masters in 
Chancery, a very large and important portion of the business of 
the Court of Chancery is performed in the chambers of the 
Master of the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellors, where the 
decrees and orders of the different branches of the Court are 
worked out in detail. But that the beneficial operation of this 
change is much impeded, and the complete and effective super-: 
intendence of the judges over their officers prevented, by the 
want of suitable and convenient chambers in immediate proxi- 
mity to the respective courts. 

That the chief clerks of the Master of the Rolls and of the 
three Vice-Chancellors occupy small private chambers, sepa- 
rated from their respective courts, and from each other, and 
wholly inadequate in size and accommodation to the important 
and daily increasing amount of business transacted therein. 

That, of late years, the attention of the Legislature has bee’ 
earnestly devoted to the subject of legal reform; to the cor- 
rection and removal of imperfections and anomalies in the law 
itself; and to the simplification and improvement of the modes 
of procedure, 

That with this view, legislative provisions have been made 
(amongst other things) for giving to the courts of common law 
and of equity concurrent jurisdiction over matters in regard 
to which their powers haye been heretofore divided, so as te 
enable each to administer to the cuitor complete, instead of 
partial and imperfect justice. 

That the practical working of this beneficial change would 
be greatly promoted, if the courts themselves were brought inte 

juxtaposition, so as to facilitate and give opportunities for inter- 
communication. between the judges and the bar of the respective 
courts of common law and equity. 

That a very large amount of important business, arising in 
the ordinary course of suits, and essential to their due and 
orderly progress, or growing out of the exercise by the Court 
of Chancery of its administrative functions, is daily 
in the chambers of the judges, and in the various offices con- 
nected with the courts, but that these offices are, for the most 
part, situated in different localities, and are widely scattered 
and separated, both from the courts to which they respectively 
belong, and from each other. 

That the result of this separation is enormous waste of time 
to the practitioners, and the unayoidable delegation to clerks 
of business whivh ought to be, and but for such separation 
might and would be, performed by the principals themselves. 

That waste of time to the practitioners is, in ether 
and in its practical effect, delay to the suitors, and in 
expense in the prosecution of their rights, and the transaction 
of their business. 


That the concentration of all the courts of law and equity, 
and the various offices connected therewith, in some con 
and central situation, in the neighbourhood of the inns of court, 
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economy and efficiency in the administration of justice, and 
would assist and develope the practical working of those changes, 
which have had for their object the simplification of what is 
complex, and the consolidation of what has been needlessly 
separated and divided. 

That your petitioners suggest, as a suitable site for such new 
courts and offices, a piece of ground situate between the Strand 
on the south, and Carey-street on the north, and extending from 
Chancery-lane on the east, towards Clement’s-inn on the west, 
comprising an area of between seven or eight acres, and afford- 
ing ample space for the erection of snitable buildings, with all 
requisite accommodation for thé judges, the bar, the practi- 
tioners of the various courts, as well as the suitors and the 
public, and for the transaction of the business of the courts. 

That this piece of ground, which is in the very centre of the 
metropolis, in the immediate neighbourhood of all the inns of 
court, and most conveniently accessible, is now covered by 
wretched courts and alleys, and by buildings of a very inferior 
description, the removal of which would be, in itself, a great 
public advantage, besides affording the opportunity for effecting 
a magnificent architectural improvement. 

That these great objects may be effected without imposing 
any pecuniary burthen on the public, by the application of an 
existing fund, ample in amount, and which, your petitioners 
submit, is entirely at the disposal of Parliament, and may be 
legitimately applied for such a purpose. 

That the fund thus referred to amounts to upwards of 
£1,200,000 three per cent. Consols., now standing in the name 
of the Accountant-General of the Court of Chancery, and form- 
ing part of a larger fund, popularly known as the “ Suitors’ 
Fund.” 

That the portion of the “ Suitors’ Fund” which your peti- 
tioners suggest should be made available for the objects desired 
does not, however, belong to the suitors of the court, and never 
can be claimed by them, or any of them—as it consists, simply, 
of the accumulated interest or profit made by the State, by the 
employment, from time to time, on its own account, of cash 
deposited by the suitors with the Accountant-General of the 
Court of Chancery, and not required by such suitors to be laid 
out in the purchase of stock, and which cash, if not so em- 
ployed by the State, would have lain idle in the Bank of 
England. 

That the fund in question has been gradually accumulating, 
under the provisions of various Acts of the Legislature, for 
upwards of a century, during which time no attempt has been 
made by or on behalf of any of the suitors of the court to claim 
any interest whatever therein. 

That the Legislature has repeatedly dealt with portions of 
this fund, for purposes similar to that to which your petitioners 
submit that the residue thereof, or a sufficient portion of such 
residue, should be now applied—large sums having been from 
time to time taken therefrom, and applied to the erection of 
courts and offices, under the authority of Acts of Parliament 
passed for such purposes. 

That the erection of the proposed new courts and offices will 
effect a considerable annual saving in rents paid for various 
scattered buildings, in which the business of the courts is now 
carried on, and in addition thereto, various buildings now used 
as offices attached to the courts may either be sold or let, at 
rents producing a large annual revenue. 

Your petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that your Honour- 
able House will be pleased to take into consideration the exist- 
ing evils and inconveniences arising from the defective and dis- 
persed state of the superior courts of law and equity, and the 
offices connected therewith, and adopt such measures for the 
correction of those evils as to your wisdom may seem meet, 

And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 





TITLES IN SOUTH AUSTRALIA. 


(From the Spectator.) 

Ireland has had the start of England in law reform; the 
West Indies, as we showed last week, have facilities for disen 
cumbering estates, which we do not possess; and South Austra- 
lia has possessed since the beginning of last year a new law 
relating to the titles and transfer of property in land. The 
provisions of this last-mentioned reform of the law are remark- 
able, and well worthy the attention of English legislators. 

The colony of South Australia, it seems, was in a position 
which made this reform especially desirable. More than any 
other of our colonies it has a numerous yeoman proprietary. 
In fact, it hasa greater number of landed proprietors in propor- 
tion to ion than any country in the world except, France; 
with difference, that in place of the French holdings of four 








or five acres, the South Australian proprietor cultivates farms of 
from eighty to a hundred acres. In the early days of the 
colonies, these properties changed hands in a hurried ang 
irregular manner; consequently a large portion of the 
property in the colony was held by men having titles 
either radically defective, or titles good enough for pos. 
session, but not good enough for sale. An immense magg 
of deeds affecting the lands had accumulated. In the Regi 
Office at Adelaide there were 70,000 deeds, in relation, 
it must be remembered, to the property of a population 
of 110,000; and this was irrespective of land grants and 
deeds executed prior to the passing of the Registration Act, 
In fact, the documents relating to the land were calculated to 
equal the whole population. The law as to the transfer of land 
was naturally a simple importation of the English law; the 
same careful and expensive examination of the abstract of ti 
and of all the documents supporting it, by a solicitor or con. 
veyancer; and the same examination, tedious and un 

from the multiplicity of documents to be gone through again 
and again, whenever any transaction took place affecting the 
property in the land. It must also be well borne in mind, that 
no process of this kind, however costly and complete, is final, 
The title may be thoroughly investigated to-day by one soli- 
citor, who traces it back through mortgage-deeds, releases, con. 
veyances, settlements, and wills, perhaps, even, as in South 
Australia, to a grant from the Crown, and finds all good; but 
should a new transaction be proposed to-morrow, the intending 
purchaser or mortgagee, or other person about to be interested, 
is obliged to have the same process of examining abstracts of 
title, mortgage-deeds, releases, conveyances, settlements, wills, 
again gone through by his own solicitor. This state of the 
law, which we endure in England with comparative patience, 
was felt keenly in South Australia, and the colonists, freer, 
perhaps, from old prejudices than their English fathers, and 
naturally bolder in a new land, determined to reform it. An 
Act, assented to in the beginning of last year, took up the old 
system, and reformed it altogether. The following is, therefore, 
the present state of the law in South Australia, as to the pur- 
chase or transfer of property in land :— 

1. A purchaser direct from the Crown receives, as before, a 
land-grant which gives him an indefeasible title recorded in one 
document. 2. A purchaser buying land from one who holds 
this land-grant obtains the transfer by going to the Registry 
Office, where the vendor surrenders his land-grant, which is 
destroyed, and a new land-grant is made out to this second pur- 
chaser, who thus holds direct from the Crown, and has an in- 
defeasible title recorded in one document. If the purchaser 
wishes only to buy part of the property included in the original 
land-grant, that document is, notwithstanding, destroyed, and 
two new land-grants are made out, one to the purchaser for the 
part to be transferred, and the other to the vendor for the 
balance of his original holding. 3. A purchaser buying land 
from a person who holds not a land-grant, but a derivative title 
under a will, insolvency, mortgage, settlement, or incumbranee, 
must submit to certain investigations which are necessary lest 
wrong should be done to any of the parties interested in the 
estate. In these cases the intending vendor lays before the 
registrar all documents affecting the title to the property, and 
if on examination the title be apparently good, the registrar, 
through the Land Titles Commissioners, gives public notice of 
the intended transfer, so that all parties possibly in 
may have opportunities of interposing, and at the expire 
tion of a fixed time (not less than one month, not more 
than twelve months), if no caveat be entered, the transfer is 
effected. If, on examination, the commissioners find evidence 
that some of the parties interested are kept in the dark, s 
longer delay takes place (not less than two months, not more 
than three years), and more extended god is given to 
notices of the intended sale; or if the title be d edly defective 
they can reject the application altogether. When after these 
precautions an estate is sold, the new purchaser receives as in 
the former case a land grant from the toes. and thus acquires 
an indefeasible title recorded in one document. Here, in short, 
is the strong point of the scheme; it gives, instead of many a2 
intricate document of the old law, a compact title 
which no man need look. In cases where land is transmitted by 
will, or intestacy, or marriage settlement, or the ion of 
insolvency or bankruptcy, or In any other way by due cours 
of equity or law, the documents and of such changes até 
submitted to the registrar, who examines them, issues advertise- 
ments if necessary, endorses the changes of ownership on the 
original land grant, and registers it in his book opposite the 
record of the original title. 

It will be naturally asked, suppose the commissioners, with 
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all their precautions, recognise in the wrong man the right to 
gll, and give an indefeasible title to a purchaser who has paid 
money to this wrong man and not to the right owner: what 
remedy has the right owner? His remedy is, in the first place, 
against_the wrongful vendor of the land, and, should that fail 
ifording him co: sation, he is, by a very remarkable pro- 
, to obtain the full value of the land out of a fund aceru- 
from a small per-centage on all estates which have come 
ler the operation of the Act. But this does not affect the 
bond fide purchaser, who still holds his indefeasible title recorded 
jn one document. In cases where this document is stolen, the 
trar prosecutes the wrongful holder; and no transaction 
can take place on a document lost or stolen, as all sales must 
be effected through the registrar. 

So far, the Act regulates the complete transfer and devolution 
of property in land. In cases of transactions affecting the pro- 
ay only by way of mortgage or encumbrance, all bills of 
mortgage or encumbrance—drawn according to simple specified 
forms—are registered in the same book in which the title 
itself is registered. By that means there is found opposite the 
title of eac property memoranda briefly describing the encum- 
brances which affect it. Any mortgage or encumbrance not 
registered is treated as non-existent. In cases where an estate 
less than an estate in fee-simple is transferred, a memorandum 
of the transfer is registered, and the certificate of such registry 
is a valid title of the holder to such limited estate, 


- 


Parliament anv Legislation, 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Friday, Feb. 25. 
OcoasronaL Form OF PRAYER. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Thursday, Mar. 3. 

Earl Grey asked a question respecting a trial at Hong Kong, 
for libel on a Government official, in which a verdict was re- 
turned for the defendant, who was the editor of a newspaper. 

The Earl of Carnarvon said, the trial referred to formed 
part of a much larger question connected with the suspension 
of the Attorney-General at Hong-Kong. The papers on the 

ject already received weighed in the gross 111b.. There was 
acontinual stream of communication from Mr. Chisholm 
Anstey, the Attorney-General, by every mail, and each fresh 
arrival opened up new points. Mr. Anstey had in his seat in 
the Legislative Council brought grave and serious charges 
against a public officer, which affected not only his character, 
but the character of his wife, Mr. Aastey had been required 
to substantiate those charges, and had given in a paper reducing 
them under different heads. The prosecution for libel was 
simply a fraction of a greater case which was under the consi- 
deration of the Colonial Office, and he could not express any 

opinion upon a part while the whole remained undecided. 

Tuesday, Mar. 1. 
Vexatious Inpictments B1x1. 

Lord Campss_t, in moving the second reading, said, that 
the law had been grossly abused in regard to prosecution by 
indictment. It often happened that, without any notice what- 
éver, a person had a bill of indictment preferred against him— 
the bill having been procured on ex parte evidence—and was 
Seah to trial without any opportunity of having been pre- 

heard. When the trial came on he might be able to 





show there was no foundation for the charge against him, 
this was not done without.a very great amount of 


vexatious trouble and expense. In these cases the object of 
the prosecutors was to extort money and oppress the party 
accused. And what remedy had the person who was thus 
wrongly charged? He might bring an action against the 
accuser for malicious prosecution; but what satisfaction could 
that be for a false charge brought against a man of character? 
The offence of perjury was one of those with regard to which 
it was common to file a bill of indictment without going before 
& magistrate, and without giving any notice whatever to the 
person accused. Another was conspiracy. With regard to 
this offence it had been said that if two men blew their noses 
together in a church they might be indicted for a conspiracy to 
the congregation. Nothing was easier than to trump 

Up charges of conspiracy, and grand juries, he was very sorry 
to say, were too ready, especially at quarter sessions, to lend 
ears to such charges. In the case of obtaining money 
ot we cougene  afoer t usually was whether a 
bargain had properly out or not. The purchaser, 


however, indicted the seller for having obtained money under 
false pretences, and the seller indicted the purchaser for obtain- 
ing goods in the same way. What he proposed to remedy this 
evil was, that prosecutors for perjury, conspiracy, and obtaining 
money on false pretences, should not be permitted to prefer a 
bill of indictment against an individual till they had first gone 
before a magistrate, in order to have the matter fully investi- 
gated. He proposed, also, that the prosecutor should he bound 
to obtain the consent in writing of the Attorney or Solicitor- 
General before he could file a bill of indictment against 
any person. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR approved in every respect of the 
Bill, regretting only that it did not go sufficiently far. He 
could add his own experience as to the scandalous abuses aris- 
ing from persons resorting to grand juries and perverting the 
process of indictment for purposes of malice and oppression. 
The Lord Chief Justice would remember a case tried in 1853, 
in which a Mr. Mellersh, a most respectable solicitor at God- 
alming, was a party. He had been defendant in a Chancery 
suit; and the plaintiff, from circumstances which occurred at 
the hearing of that suit, afterwards chose to prefer an indict- 
ment against him for perjury. The prosecutor first of all pre- 
sented three bills before a grand jury for perjury, which were 
thrown out. Failing in that experiment, he presented a bill for 
conspiracy against Mr. Mellersh, which was also thrown out. 
He persevered, went before another grand jury, and obtained 
their consent to the finding of two bills for perjury and one for 
conspiracy. He then obtained a warrant for the arrest of Mr. 
Mellersh, intending to apprehend him on a Saturday, and to 
bring him to London, so as to prevent his putting in bail until 
the Monday. Mr. Mellersh had timely notice of this proceed- 
ing, evaded his apprehension on the Saturday, and came to 
London and put in bail on the Monday. The case as to one 
of the indictments came on for trial before the Lord Chief Jus- 
tice, the result being that Mr. Mellersh was acquitted almost 
with acclamation, and the two other indictments were aban- 
doned. That was one case. He (the Lord Chancellor) would 
mention another, which was that of an unfortunate French 
Canadian, a stranger in this country, who had an indictment 
preferred against him for keeping a gaming-house. He could 
not obtain bail, and was imprisoned for six months; at last an 
application was made to the Court of Queen’s Bench for his 
release. There were three names on the back of the indictment, 
none of which he knew. One name was that of a person named 
Hare, a solicitor. There was only one solicitor named Hare 
in the “ Law List,” and, on application, being made to him, he 
said he knew nothing about the matter. Under those cir- 
cumstances the party was immediately released. The third 
instance was that of a lady residing in Bolton-row, who 
was indicted for keeping a house of ill-fame. She had 
always had the most respectable lodgers in her house. She 
attended at the Central Criminal Court to answer the in- 
dictment, and her landlord was there also, and gave evi- 
dence as to the respectable character of the house. No_prose- 
cutor made his appearance, and the result was an acquittal, 
His noble and learned friend would observe that his Bill would 
not apply to the last two cases he (the Lord Chancellor) had 
mentioned; and therefore he had ventured to say that it did 
not go sufficiently far, and embrace all the cases of indictment 
that might be used for the purpose of extortion. Of course, if 
& party was guilty, his desire was to communicate with the 
secutor and buy him off; so justice was defeated; and it was 
desirable in every case where there was a criminal accusation 
that it should be publicly heard. He would extend the Bill to 
every criminal court, and compel parties always to go before a 
magistrate. But, supposing the House should be inclined to go 
that length, then arose the question of the propriety of continu- 
ing the grand jury system, at least within the metropolitan dis- 
trict. How did the grand jury system work at present? A 
party was accused before a magistrate, who conducted his in 
quiry in public, and, having ascertained that there was sufficient 
evidence to warrant further inquiry, sent the accused for trial. 
It might naturally be expected that the trial would take place 
without any further preliminary examination, but instead of 
that the case was taken before an irresponsible body, sitting in 
a secret chamber, probably quite unacoustomed to legal pro- 
ceedings, and they determined whether there should be any 
farther trial. A few days since he had been told by his learned 


friend who presided at the Middlesex Sessions, that in three 
cases where the grand jury had thrown out the bills he had 
examined the depositions, and found that they were not only 
sufficient to justify a further trial, but even to secure convie~ 
tions. 


Tn one inatance he directed a fresh bill to be presented, 





which was returned found by the grand jury, and the man was 
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convicted. In another remarkable case one bill was ignored 
by the grand jury, but a second being presented and found, the 
accused at once pleaded guilty of the offence. Under those 
circumstances he thought their Lordships would agree that it 
was desirable to abolish grand juries, at least within the metro- 
politan districts. 

DEBTOR AND CREDITOR BIx1. 

Lord Sr. Lzonarps opposed the second reading. There was 
a natural difference between’ bankruptcy and insolvency, which 
could not be abrogated. - The commission appointed on the 
subject reported in favour of abolishing class certificates; but a 
large class of merchants wished to retain them. He thought 
the law regarding insolvent clergymen required attention. 

Lord CAMPBELL suggested a reference of the Bill to a select 
committee. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR declined this course; the leading 
principles of the measure could be better discussed in the 
House than before any select committee. 

Lord BroveHam urged the select committee. The abolition 
of the official assignee would lead to as great mischief as those 
which existed before the change in 1831. Imprisonment for 
debt should be awarded for fraud, recklessness, and refusal to 
do necessary acts in the bankruptcy, but not for simple inability 
to pay his;debts. He wished the same powers of imprisonment 
now exercised by the commissioners in insolvency to be given 
to the bankruptcy commissioners. 

Lord OversTone was in favour of a select committee. He 
disapproved of the provisions giving to creditors the power of 
winding up the estate in their own way, which should be in the 
hands of a public officer. The Bill was retrograde alike in 
principle and in practice. 

After some observations from Lords CRANWoRTH and WENS- 
LEYDALE, 

The Lord CHANCELLOR defended the Bill at some length, 
showing that the petition from 4000 merchants and bankers 
asking for a full control of the bankruptcy by the credi- 
tors in the place of the official assignee, was a sufficient answer 
to most of the objections. If evidence were taken before a 
select committee, no Bill could pass that session. 

The Bill was read a second time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Feb. 25. 
New MEMBER. 

The Hon. F. H. Cartuorre took the oaths and his seat for 
East Worcestershire, after the return had been amended ; it 
having described him as returned for the “ county of Worcester.’ 

TENANT RiGuHrt. 

Mr. Kirx asked the Attorney-General for Ireland whether 
it was his intention to bring in a Bill for the amendment of the 
law of landlord and tenant in Ireland; and if so, about what 
time he would be prepared to lay it on the table of the House. 

Mr. WurresiveE said, a Bill had been prepared on the 
subject, and when the Bills already before the House relating 
to Ireland had been disposed of, he should be ready to intro- 
duce it. 

CONSOLIDATION OF THE IRISH STATUTES. 

In answer to Mr. Dons, 

Mr. Wuiresipe said, it had been determined that there 
should be one set of consolidated statutes for England and 
Treland, and the Attorney-General for England was ready to 
bring in Bills with that object whenever the pressure of business 
would allow. 

Tue County Prisons (IRELAND) BILL 


Was read a second time. 


Monday, Feb. 28. 

After the introduction of the Reform Bill by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, 

Tue Lanpep Estates AND RecistRry Bis 
Were read a second time pro forma, the discussion to be raised 
in committee. 
Mepican Act AMENDMENT BILL 
Passed through committee. ‘ 
Buriat Praces Birt 
Read third time and passed. 

The ft gentlemen were nominated as the select com- 
mittee on the Lunacy Laws:—Mr. sy Bh Sir George Grey, 
Mr. Secretary Walpole, Mr. Whitbread, Mr. Drummond, Sir 
Erskine Perry, Colonel Clifford, Mr. Briscoe, Mr. Kendall, Mr. 








Horsman, Mr. Rolt, Mr. M. Milnes, Mr. Nisbett, Mr. Coning.. 


ham, and Mr. Kekewich. 
Tuesday, Mar. 1. 
PETITIONS OF RiGHT. 

Mr. Bovit, in moving for leave to bring in a Bill to amend 
the lawrelating topetitions of right, said, that the only mode by 
which a subject could obtain redress in a matter between the 
Crown and the subject was by a petition of right, which was pre. 
sented to the Home Secretary, and referred by him to the law 
officers of the Crown. If the claim for redress were made out, the 
petition passed from the Home Secretary and obtained the sign 
manual of the Queen, with the words, “ Let right be done,” 
This fiat acted as a reference to the Lord Chinisailie, tan a 
commission was thereupon issued, before whom the suppliant 
produced evidence at a great expense in support of his case, 
If the verdict of the commission was in his favour he be 
then in the position of an ordinary suitor 
suit. The whole expense previously incurred, and it amoutiall 
to some hundreds of pounds, was entirely thrown away. The 
Crown was then called upon to answer, and the suit com. 
menced according to the ordinary forms applicable to the 
case. A jury were summoned, and the case was tried 
before the judge and jury. The result was that, if the claim 
were for less than £1000, the suitor was out of pocket, and no 
one would embark in litigation to enforce his claims against the 
Crown unless he had a claim amounting to £2000 or £3000, 
The mode in which he proposed to carry out an amendment of 
the law was not to allow a writ to be issued in the name of the 
sovereign, as in ordinary cases, but to preserve, as more con. 
sistent with the constitution, the form of the ancient 
petition of right, at the same time sweeping away all the other 
unnecessary and expensive forms of proceeding. He proposed 
to allow the petition to be presented and prosecuted in the form 
either of a Bill in Chancery or of a writ of declaration, the 
Attorney-General being called upon to answer it on the part of 
the Government. In that way delay and expense would be 
avoided; but, in order that there should not be frivolous and 
vexatious suits brought against the Government, his Bill pro- 
vided that no person should be at liberty to present a petition 
of right until he had satisfied the judges of one of the superior 
courts that he had reasonable grounds for proceeding with his. 


suit. If he were told that affording a simple remedy would 


encourage useless litigation, his answer was, that the penalty of 
having to pay the costs in the event of failure would deter 
persons from needlessly embarking in law proceedings. The 
change which he proposed was not without precedents. 


Thursday, March 3. 
ReGIsTeRS OF T1TLES (SCOTLAND.) 

The Lorp Apvocarz, in reply to Mr. Camp, said, a Bill 
was in preparation for improving the registers of title to land 
in Scotland. Attention had been directed to a diminution of 
the costs of registration and search in Scotland. 


SWEARING IN OF JEWISH MEMBERS. 

Mr. DuncomBeE moved for leave to introduce a Bill to make 
the resolution already twice passed, to allow the omission of 
the words “on the true faith of a Christian,” a standing order 
of the House. 

Mr. NEWDEGATE moved an amendment, requiring a day's 
notice to be given in the votes before any future resolution of 
a similar kind could be made. 

After some discussion, the amendment was withdrawn, the 
original motion negatived, and a motion by Mr. Wal for 
the appointment of a select committee to consider the 
mode of carrying out the provision of 21 & 22 Vict. o. 49, was 
unanimously 

County Courts. 

- Sir S. NorTHCOTE introduced a Bill to repeal the 32nd sec- 
tion of the County Courts Acts, 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, and ex- 
plained that that clause had reserved the jurisdiction of certain 
officers of the City of Westminster and Borough of Southwark, 
and that the deaths of two of these officers, which had 00 
curred lately, had afforded an opportunity for the introduction 
of this measure, 


Marreiace Law AMENDMENT BILL 
Was read a third time and pass®d, by a majority of 137 to 89. 
Law or Property aNnp Trustexrs AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Tue Manor Courts (IRELAND) BILL 
Passed through committee. 
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Wednesday, March 2. 


Rea Estate InTeEsrTAcy. 


Mr. Locke Kine moved the second reading of this Bill. It 
did not interfere with settlements, and therefore did not touch 
landed estates. It relieved a class. of small proprietors, 
who were ill acquainted with law, and there was a strong feel- 
in the middle class, who thought the present rule injurious. 
. MELLOR supported the Bill. He dwelt upon the evils 
resulting from the existing law, which often defeated the inten- 
tions of proprietors of landed property towards their families. 
It in no respect interfered with the right of a man to limit the 
succession as he pleased, nor would it lead to other alterations 
of the law, which it modified only on principles of morality 
and justice. 

Mr. HENLEY, in opposing the Bill, insisted that it would 
have a cruel effect upon the lower classes of landowners. The 
higher and middle classes could take care of themselves; but, 
as not one in a hundred of the owners of cottage property 
made a will, such property would often, under this Bill, pass 
away from the family. 

Sir G. Lewis observed, that the effect of the proposed altera- 
tion of the law would not be limited to cottage property; it 
would completely alter the whole customs of the country with 
respect to the devolution of landed property. It was, there- 
fore, necessary to consider, not only the economical, but the 

ical consequences of the division of such property, and the 
abolition of the idea of an “heir-at-law.” Much, he was 
aware, might be said as to the convenience of a system of a 
division of landed property; but, looking to the connexion of 
our custom of landed tenures with the constitution, he was not 
to consent to the second reading of this Bill. 
he SoLic1roR-GENERAL said, those who proposed so grave 
cad important an alteration of the law were bound to show that 
there was a strong desire for a change of the law, that the law 
occasioned hardship, and that the proposed change was con- 
sistent with expediency and‘sound policy. He thought that 
the parties interested in this subject were satisfied with the law 
asit stood; and that, unless in exceptional cases, it inflicted no 
practical hardship. . The existing law had produced a state of 
social circumstances justifying the law, which harmonized with 
an hereditary monarchy and an hereditary peerage; tended to 
keep up a class distinct from the aristocracy of mere wealth, 
and that produced by successful commercial enterprise ; favoured 
the agriculture of the country; and kept families together by a 
buadship, while it stimulated younger brothers to emulation 
and parents to exertion, in order to make provision for the 
branches of the family. In pointing out the evils that 
would result from the proposed change, he urged that it would 
beimpossible to stop there; the Legislature must go further, 
and perhaps falfil the predictions of Count Montalembert. 

Mr. Lower remarked, that in this discussion both sides had 
indulged in exaggeration. This was not a question of great 
public policy; the question was, when the law had to make a 
will for a man, what kind of will, standing in his place, it ought 
tomake for him. . The views of the landed interest, he main- 
tained, ought not to decide the question, any more than those 
of the commercial or any other interest, It ought to make 
such a will as the man himself, supposing him to be a good, 
pradent, and wise man, would have made; and he contended 
that our present law did not make such a will for the distribu- 
tion of landed property. 

The ArroRNEY-GENERAL said, the passing of this measure 
would be a legislative declaration that it was the duty of every 
honest, prudent, and wise man to divide his real estate by will 
among his children. 

PALMERSTON objected to the measure upon every pos- 
sible ground. 

The Bill was lost by 271 to 76. 

Conveyance or VoTers BILL. 

This Bill was read a second time, on the motion of Mr. 
CoLLimr, by 172 to 153. 

Mr. Epwin James, Mr. HeapuaM, and Lord Jonn Russex1, 
supported it; Mr. Hunt and Sir Joun PAKINGTON opposed, 


ApuLreRatrion oF Foop Briu.—Mr. Scholefield, M.P., has 
revived his useful Bill “for Preventing the Adulteration of 
Articles of Food ad oer’ It imposes a peety of so map 
pounds (not yet fixed) on person vending or exposing for 
eb wae of food or drink with which, to the knowledge 

ingredient has been mixed. More 
than this, the offender will be, so to speak, pilloried, to the utter 
ruin of his reputation, by the publication of his name, residence, 
and offence (at his own expense), in the newspapers or other- 





wise, at the discretion of the magistrates. Vestries and 
boards and town councils are authorised to appoint 
such as Dr. Hassall—that is to say, men possessin: 


medical, chemical, and microscopical knowl ’ 

of provisions may have their purchases (of food and drink) 
analysed: by the officials on payment of a fee of 2s. 6d. to 
10s. 6d., and the certificate of the analyst will be made evi- 
dence against the fraudulent vendor. The Privy Council is 
empowered to cause analyses to be made, and to regulate the 
use of materials or ingredients distinct from the natural com- 
position of any article of food or drink with which it may be 
mixed. Thus chicory, used to adulterate coffee; coculus in- 
dicus and treacle, used by brewers to adulterate porter; red 
lead, used to make “ cayenne pepper;” vitriol, used to counter- 
feit acetic acid, or vinegar; and logwood, used in the manufae- 
ture of “ port wine,” would naturally come within this 

The Act is not to extend to either of the sister kingdoms. 


Expenses oF HicH Suerirrs.—A Bill of Mr. Darby 
Griffith, M.P., Mr. Sclater Booth, M.P., and Mr. Adams, M.P., 
relieves high sheriffs from the necessity of giving fees to judges 
of assize, their officers, and the keepers of jails, and others, 
who now levy black mail upon them in this peculiar form. 
Neither will the high sheriff be required (as now) to provide a 
retinue of “javelin men” and trumpeters for the preservation 
of order at assizes, the duty of keeping the peace on such 
occasions being made incumbent on the chief constable of 
police for the county. The Act will not affect the City of 
London nor the Universities of Oxford and Cambridge. 

TRIAL BY JuRY IN ScorLanp.—A Bill of Mr. Dunlop, 
M.P., and Mr. Moncrieff, M.P., proposes to enact that if, after 
three hours’ deliberation, nine of a jury in Scotland’ agree, a 
verdict may be returned by these nine. This Bill amends an 
Act now on the statute book, which requires a prior delibe- 
ration of six, instead of three, hours. 


> 





The Provinces. 


BirMINGHAM.—The bankruptcy and insolvency laws were 
the subject of discussion in the Birmingham Chamber of Com- 
merce, on Thursday night, Feb. 24. The following petition was 
unanimously adopted; and Mr. Spooner, M.P., chairman of the 
Council of the Chamber, was requested to, present it to the 
House of Commons:—“ To the Honourable the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parlia- 
ment assembled. The humble petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce for Birmingham and the Midland District showeth, That 
the present bankruptcy system in England is fraught with 
many and serious evils, which are felt by creditors to operate 
as a denial of justice, and have produced in the public mind 
feelings of general distrust and repugnance towards the court. 
‘That no reform in the system will be efficient or satisfactory 
unless it be based upon the following principles; namely—the 
abolition of the distinctions now made between bankruptcy and 
insolvency, and between trader and non-trader; the vesting the 
chief control of the non-judicial business in the bands of the 
creditors, and not in officials, as is the case in the bankruptcy 
system of Scotland; the reduction of the expenses, by trans- 
ferring the compensation paid to the holders of abolished offices, 
and the salaries of commissioners and judicial officers of the 
court, from the Creditors’ Funds to the Consolidated Fund, and 
by transferring from the court to the office of the assignees the 
business which is ministerial, and not judicial; a greater cer- 
tainty of punishment of fraudulent debtors; and the distribution 
of the estates of deceased insolvents. That it is farther essential 
to a satisfactory amendment of the bankruptcy law that all the 
existing statutes relating to it should be repealed, and that so 
much of their enactments as it is necessary to continue should 
be consolidated together with the new enactments in’one statute. 
That the Bill now before your honourable House, ‘ To Amend 
and Consolidate the Laws relating to Bankruptcy and Insol- 
vency,’ entirely accords with the views of your petitioners. 
And your petitioners pray, &c.’ 

LANCASHIRE.—Cost of Wapentake Law—During the past 
week, a solicitor from Burnley has had five bills of costs taxed 
in the Blackburn Wapentake Court. The amount to be 
recovered, in the whole of the five actions, was $i. 15s.; none 
of them were defended, and the taxed costs amounted to £15 
odd.— Preston Guardian. 

Lueps.—Police and Undetected Crime —At a meeting of the 
Watch Committee, a sub-committee was appointed to investi- 

te the numerous robberies which have recently occurred in 
rhe and the cause of the small number of detections. The. 
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committee also, having considered the circumstances connected 
with the escape of the “lady” swindler from Leeds, arrived at 
the conclusion that the police system was very imperfectly or- 
ganised, and they also reprimanded one of the office clerks for 
not having communicated to the Chief Constable or the detec- 
tive officers the information of the attempted swindle as soon 
as possible after he received it. 

LiverPoot Bangkruproy Court.—Jn re Wileox.—Mr. 
Commissioner Perry gave an elaborate judgment in the case of 
William Wilcox, late a rope-maker of Liverpool, refusing the 
bankrupt’s certificate altogether. The bankrupt had been 
guilty of making q false entry in the cash-book with reference 
toasum of £2000, which was entered as having been received 
at one time, whereas he had stated it to have been received at 
different times, as he required it—of a failure to account for 
the application of that sum—of a fraudulent increase of the 
debts due to the father—of fraudulent preferences—of con- 
tinuing to trade longer than he was justified in doing—and of 
excessive personal expenditure. The bankrupt, according to 
his own statement, was about to stop payment in 1854, but Mr. 
Smith, the manager of the Borough Bank, to whom he owed 
£4000, offered him assistance, to enable him to go on, and the 
result was, that in 1857, when his connexion with the Bank 
ceased, his debt was £20,000, besides which the Bank held bills 
of his customers to the amount of more than £24,000, 

Borough Sessions—In charging the grand jury, the Deputy- 
Recorder, Mr, J. B, Aspinall, said, it had been intimated to 
him, and he believed it would be the case, that there would be 
several bills presented to them in cases which did not go before 
the magistrates. It was in some degree more important that 
the grand jury should take some care in investigating cases 
which had not been before the magistrates. Those bills, he 
understood, would relate to a class of houses and establish- 
ments where persons were allowed to congregate, it would be 
said, for immoral purposes, in a certain public thoroughfare in 
this town. He understood that several bills of that class would 
be preferred before them. The grand jury would be the best 
judges whether they ought to find those bills or not; but he 
would point out the class of evidence which he thought they 
ought to require, to put the matter into a course of investiga- 
tion. If they should find, in any case of this descrip- 
tion, that it was proved the place—whether kept nomi- 
nally for the purpose of refreshment, or for the purpose 
of dancing, or any other amusement—was solely frequented 
by persons of immoral character, and if they should be 
led to believe, by the evidence, that those persons were 
brought there for an immoral purpose, although that immoral 
purpose might not be carried out upon the premises—if the 
place, in fact, amounted to a disorderly house, he should re- 
commend them upon that ground to find the bills, without 
pledging himself to any opinion as to what the result of that 
finding might be. There was another point of view in which, 
also, they might be justified in finding bills against those parties. 
They would not be treated merely as disorderly houses; but 
there would be evidence offered to show that they were a 
grievous nuisance to the public passing the streets, At the 
recent assizes an indictment was actually preferred of a similar 
description, and in that case the learned judge laid down what 
appeared to be a common sense view—that, if a house, which 
might be perfectly innocent in itself, so far as what went on 
inside was concerned, was frequented by characters who habitu- 
ally conducted themselves so as to be a@ nuisance in the 
public streets, it might be indicted as a nuisance. Unless there 
was a case of considerable gravity, he did not think these were 
inquiries which should proceed further than the comparatively 
private inquiry held before the grand jury. It was, however, a 
question of considerable importance. There had been other 
attempts to deal with these houses in other ways; people might 
have different opinions as to the value of such proceedings, but 
the simple question for them would be, to consider whether 
there was 2 primé facie case made out of offence against the 
law. ‘They would also have before them a heavy case of rob- 
bery which took place by a prostitute, in the very street in 
which these establishments existed. He did not mean to say it 
followed they had any connexion; but, if they found a number 
of robberies committed in that neighbourhood, it might throw 
some light on the question as to the importance of undertaking 
these proceedings. He did not think they would have any 
difficulty on the subject-—Liverpool Albion. 

SOMERSETSHIRE.—A Magistrate convicting himself—At the 
close of the petty session at Kilmarsdon, last week, Robert 
Bray, who had been fined 1s. and costs for not having his name 
properly painted on his cart, to the bench for a sum- 
mons against the then magistrate, the Rev. T. R. 





— 
Jolliffe, stating that the rev. gentleman’s waggon had just passed 
on the turnpike-road, but his Christian and surname were not 
ainted at the length required by the statute, but merely 
initials, Mr. Jolliffe, having taken down the applicant's state. 
ment, said, he would consent to the case being decided then, if 
Bray had no objection, without a summons. © The evidence wag 
then taken, and the rev. gentleman fined 1s. and costs, a similar 
fine to that of Bray’s.. Bray received half the fine, sixpence, 
and retired apparently much pleased.— Bristol Mercury, 
SuNDERLAND.—The Charge of Libel against Mr. Summers— 
On Saturday, at the Police Court, Mr, Thomas Burn, solicitor” 
applied to the magistrates to have the recognisances of Mr, J 
W. Summers to ap at the Durham assizes, on a charge of 
libel, withheld. Mr. Burn stated, that since the case was before 
the magistrates Mr. Summers had made a very ample apology 
to him, and retracted the charges made in the letters. He was 
quite satisfied with the apology, and wished the agai 
to give their consent for the recognisances to be withh The 
following letter of apology was read:—‘ Sunderland, 26th Feb. 
ruary, 1859.—Mr. T. Burn, Sir,—When I'wrote to you the 
letter dated the 4th Sept., 1858, and to Mr. Trewhitt, the 
letter dated the 9th Sept., 1858 (for which conduct you have 
instituted a prosecution against me), I was under the impression 
that the contents of my letters were true, I now, however, 
find that such is not the case; but that the charges contained 
in those letters are utterly groundless.. I have therefore to 
express to you, and I do so most unhesitatingly and unreser- 
vedly, my retractation of such charges, and that I extremely 
regret I should have caused you any pain or annoyance in 
connection with the matters alluded to, I am, cir, out 
was 


obedient servant, J. W. Summers,”—The ex-Mayor, w 
one of the committing magistrates, expressed his willingness to 
consent to the application. 


oe 
— 





Erelanv. 


Dusuin, THURSDAY, 
THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL’S LAND TRANSFER 
AND REGISTRY BILLS. 


The objections which have hitherto been raised against the 
Solicitor-General’s very important Bills appear to be of two 
kinds, Some persons think that the scheme does not go far 
enough; while others consider that it proceeds to very dan- 
gerous lengths. It has been asked by aa objector of the former 
kind, why titles to estates held in fee, and no others, are to 
be investigated by the projected “ Landed Estates Court ?” 
why life estates, and other partial interests, may not also be 
placed within the jurisdiction of that Court? The answer 
appears to suggest itself immediately, The Landed Estate 
Court is, as far as England is concerned, an experiment; and it 
is highly prudent and reasonable that new and experimental 
machinery should be first applied to the class of properties in 
which the ownership is most complete, in which the applicant's 
title is-most easily demonstrated, and in which no_ persons 
under disability are interested, A legal contemporary has inti 
mated an opinion that, as recourse to the proposed Court will 
be more or less productive of expense and delay, there will be 
little work for it todo. If this surmise be well founded, the 
Court will at least prove innocuous. It would, surely, be w 
while to try the experiment, were it merely to prove to the 
numerous expectant landowners in either House of Parliament 
who desire to procure for their English estates the advantages 
of title enjoyed by their Irish estates, that the system, suc- 
cessful on the west, cannot be introduced on the east side of the 
Channel. Undoubtedly, nothing but a fair trial will persuade 
them that such is the fact. If they have set their minds on 
trying the experiment, let the experiment be made; and by 
gratifying a harmless fancy, let us be relieved from further un- 
certainty, and from periodical discussions of the question. B: 
all means let the political party most closely allied to the land- 
owners establish their Court, and let it, if it must, proves 
failure! It cannot, then, be said that a revolutionary measure 
has been forced on them, for their detriment, and in defiance of 
their wishes. The Court is only to act at the instance of those 
whe voluntarily seek its aid; and they themselves are to bear 
the cost. It is, surely, unfair 40 deny such reasonable indul- 
gence to those who ask for it, and are to pay for it. 

Mr. Webster, who is more conversant with the subject than 
are most men, takes exception to the proposal to establish 
Landed ae a on a very wane, 1 The judge 
or registrar thinks, te a 
Gekengh enteenied seth bas few judicial duties. To this 
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the like objections the answer is—small beginnings are the 


best. If the Court is much resorted to, it can be elevated in 
rank and e' in dimensions. Otherwise, the smaller the 
gale, the better for all parties. On the whole, however, few 
ions have been started to the first of these Bills. It is 
3 that the Legislature can no longer justly deny to owners 
of land in England the privileges which have for several years 
een safely and largely enjoyed in Ireland, under a precisely 
similar system of real property law. The weight of the objec- 
tions raised both by Mr. Webster and by others who have taken 
exception’ to the Solicitor-General’s measures falls upon the 
second Bill—that for establishing a registry of landed estates. 
That being the case, we may decline to treat the measures as one 
and indivisible. ‘The two are not necessarily connected, and, 
therefore, can reasonably be treated in different ways. One 
Bill might be passed, and the other might stand over for fur- 
ther consideration. In Ireland a Landed Estates Court flou- 
rishes, without any “ Registry of Title” to supplement it. The 
of again transferring land is very simple, though per- 
Oe le simple than it might be were the Solicitor-General’s 
scheme carried out in its entirety. When the person to whom 
aconveyance has been granted by the Court wishes to sell, he 
has to deduce title from the date of the statutable conveyance 
down to the present time, in the usual way. It is true that in 
this way, the lapse of every year takes away something from 
the clearness of the title; and after a time it again becomes 
clouded over. But the old remedy subsists, and may be again 
resorted to. Any owner who wishes another renovation of 
title, simply puts the estate through the Court again. The 
expense and delay of so doing a second time are, from the very 
nature of the case, very much smaller on any subsequent 
occasion, for but a few years’ title has to be made out. We do 
not doubt that under some well-considered plan, means might, 
and ultimately will, be devised of keeping clear a title, which by 
the operation of the Court has been once made clear. But 
there is no established precedent—no satisfactory analogy to 
work upon. This is the weak point of the Registry of Title 
Bill; and giving it all the praise to which it is justly entitled, 
we confess that it would be very satisfactory were it postponed 
for a session, in order that its details and probable results 
might be more fully and carefully considered. 


COURT OF PROBATE.—Feb, 24. 
(Before Judge KearTinee.) 


At the sitting of the Court Dr. Darley, Q.C., applied to his 
Lordship to appoint Mr, James Gell, commissioner extraordi- 
nary for taking affidavits for that court for the Isle of Man. 

Counsel read an affidavit of Mr. Gell, setting forth that he 
had a practice as an advocate at Castletown, Isle of Man, and 
that the appointment of a master extraordinary would be a 
great convenience to the inhabitants of the isle, they being 
obliged at present, when it was requisite for them to make affi- 
davits, to go to either Liverpool or Dublin. 

Dr. Darley then read other affidavits, detailing the"necessity 
fora commissioner, and vouching for the respectability of the 


— 

ludge Keatinee said, he had no doubt as to the respect- 

ability of the gentleman, but he did not think that he had 

onl to appoint a commissioner extraordinary for taking affi- 
its for any place out of Ireland. That was an omission in 

the Act, and it had only been as yet remedied in the English 

amended Act. 


> 
— 


Societies and Lnstitutions. 


— 





LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 


The discussion on the Lord Chancellor’s Debtor and Creditor 
Bill, and Lord John Russell’s Bankruptcy Bill, was resumed 
on Monday evening. 

Mr. Harris, with reference to the question of local jurisdic- 
tion, that the registrars of the bankruptcy courts 

in the different towns where county courts were 
rd He did not think that the county courts would be fitted 
i up bank 

haa 3 sities moved that the consideration of the 
Bills then under discussion be referred to the Bankruptcy 
Committee. The Bill of Lord John Russell had been prepared 


in accordance with the opinions of a large portion of the mer- 
cantile community, and was certainly entitled to be treated 
With respect. The objection of Mr. Hawes, that mercantile 
men would never consént to the principles of the measure, 
could not, therefore, be maintained to the extent to which that 





gentleman had stated it. With regard. to the question of offi- 
cial assignees, the object of the Bill was, that the creditors 
themselves should have the power of electing a representative 
—either the official assignee, or some other person. The points 
which, in addition to this, it would be proper for the committee 
to consider, were—the mode in which expense might be reduced; 
the propriety of dealing with the subject at once by consolida- 
tion; the adoption of the dead men’s clauses; the abolition of 
the distinction between trader and non-trader; the arrangement 
clauses; the subject of local jurisdiction; and the mode in 
which fraud and other offences should be punished. On all 
these points the provisions in Lord John Russell’s Bill had 
been prepared after much consideration; but he thought it 
would be of great importance that the committee should ex- 
amine them, along with those contained in the Bill introduced 
by the Lord Chancellor. 

Mr. Serjeant Wootrycu seconded the motion. 

Mr. Hastines moved the resolutions of which he had given 
notice, as an amendment. On the spbject of voluntary settle- 
ments, he was in favour of reducing the majority now requisite 
in the case of arrangements by deed, and of abolishing the 
provision requiring the debtor to give up all his property; and 
he thought great advantage would result from all arrangements 
being registered in the court, and giving it jurisdiction when it 
should be necessary in such cases. With regard to assimilating 
proceedings in court to those of a settlement out of court, the 
mercantile men, with whose opinions he was acquainted, consi- 
dered it extremely desirable, both on account of the expense of 
the present system, and the officialism which pervaded it. On 
the question of local jurisdiction, he considered that this was 
necessary to prevent a denial of justice in cases of small bank- 
ruptcies which occurred at a distance from the district courts. 
The plan of giving jurisdiction to the county courts was not 3 
new and untried one, but was in full operation in Scotland, 
where it was found to work most advantageously. The evils 
which arose in this country from the want of such a system 
were loudly complained of. He referred to Parliamentary 
returns, by which it appeared that, out of 2138 cases of bank- 
ruptcy there were 543 under £500 where no dividend had been 
paid, 

Mr. REED was in favour of referring the Bills to the com- 
mittee. As to voluntary settlements, he did not think the law 
should interfere; and he did not understand how settlements 
could be considered voluntary which Mr. Hastings proposed to 
make on a minority against their consent. With regard to the 
second resolution of Mr. Hastings, it seemed to be forgotten 
that creditors went to the Court of Bankruptcy only in cases 
where they could not settle the matter out of it, and that they 
went there with a different object from what they had in view 
in a mere private arrangement. They went there when the 
conduct of the bankrupt required investigation ; when there were 
fraudulent preferences or family creditors. The trading com- 
munity did not consider the expense of the Court of Bank 
as the greatest evil of the present system; they would willingly 
submit to greater expense, if the Court were adequate to the 
objects for which it was established. On the point of local 
facility for administering justice in bankruptcy, it ought to be 
remembered that the important consideration is where the 
creditors reside, and that it might be most inconvenient to take 
them to the locality of the debtor. With regard to the Bills 
now under discussion, he objected to them not so much for 
what was found in them, as for what was not found. The 
want of due facilities for making a trader a bankrupt—now 
much felt—was not supplied by either of the Bills. There 
ought to be something analogous to the proceedings under the 
Bills of Exchange Act, which would be a great improvement 
on the trader debtor summons. Fraudulent executions ought 
to be provided against, as had been done in the Joint Stock 
Companies Act, 1856. With respect to administration, the 
official assignees, as a body, had “conducted their business to 
the satisfaction .of the public. He thought, however, that, as 
their emoluments varied so much, from £5000 to £500, it 
would be advisable to put them on fixed salaries. He proposed 
that the Court of Appeal should consist of a certain number of 
commissioners. As to the six-seventh clauses, he did not think 
that arrangements under them should be brought into court; if 
it were necessary to come into court, they should be made cases 
of bankruptey. 

Mr. JouNson adverted to the immense expense caused by 
the compensations and salaries, and to the;unsatisfactory man- 
ner in which recent bankruptcy legislation had been conducted. 

Mr. S. Mortey denied the charge that had been brought 
against commercial men, of desiring secrecy in cases of settle- 
ment with debtors. The expense of winding-up in bankruptcy 
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was so great that they were induced to keep out ‘of court 
wherever it was possible, With respect to official assignees, 
traders desired the least amount of official interference. He 
was opposed to the system of class certificates, and he supported 
the plan of local jurisdiction. As to private arrangements, it 
was necessary that some means should exist for controlling a 
minority by a majority. He did not quite approve of either of 
the Bills now under consideration, but the provisions which they 
contained were deserving of every attention. 

Mr. VauGHAN considered that the objections urged against 
assignees elected by the creditors did not apply to them, as 
provided by the Bill of Lord John Russell, where the assignees 
were strictly watched and effectually checked. The question 
was, whether the system of election was not more suitable for 
creditors. They were the persons who have a right to have 
the bankruptcy wound up in what manner they thonght best 
for their own interests; and they were the most competent 
judges as to whether it should be committed to an official 
assignee, or to some other person whom they thought better 
qualified. With regard to county courts, if the creditors found 
that it would be more economical to wind up the estate there, 
it was certainly desirable that they should have power to do so. 
The county court judges are now judges in insolyency; and he 
did not see why they could not deal with bankruptcy as well. 
He did not consider that the compensations and salaries were 
the cause of the formidable expense in bankruptcy; for after 
deducting them, what remained was enormous. The system of 
class certificates had been strongly condemned at the Mercantile 
Law Conference, in 1857. 

Mr. BLUNDELL stated that Mr. Carrick, an official assignee 
at Hull, who spoke at last meeting, had been misunderstood 
with regard to the amount of security given by official assignees, 
What Mr. Carrick meant was, that he and the other official 
assignees at Hull had given security for £12,000, which was 
£6000 for each. He (Mr. Blundell) felt bound to protest 
against giving jurisdiction in bankruptcy to the county court 
judges. 

Mr. Sarcoop felt that, in this discussion they had not 
hitherto attained any practical result. What was the object 
with which the Bills were to be referred? They ought to lay 
down some principles to guide the committee. On three points 
he felt clear—that imprisonment for debt should not be abo- 
lished; that the distinction between traders and non-traders 
should not be removed; and that a certificate, freeing from all 
future liability, should not be applicable te persons not engaged 
in trade. He thonght, also, that official assignees were essential 
in carrying on the business of bankruptey and insolvency. 
As to giving jurisdiction to county courts, he demurred to the 
proposition. The business of bankruptcy and insolvency was 
a specialty; and however able in other respects the county 
court judges might be, they could not haye the qualifications to 
deal with the subjects now proposed to be submitted to them, 
He had hoped that the meeting would have pronounced an 
epinion on these points, so that the committee might be enabled 
to consider the Bills with reference to certain principles. 

Mr. Hawes stated that Mr. Hastings was under a mistake 
as to the cases under £500in which no dividend had been paid. 
They were, no donbt, cases where the assets had been very 
small, er had been swallowed up by preferential claims. Both 
Bills, he considered, were bad, because they gave increased 
power to debtors to coerce the creditors, and tended to prevent 
the due punishment of fraudulent debtors. It was on this 
account that he had characterised them as retrograde. 

Mr. Hastuxes withdrew his amendment. 

The motion was put and carried, and the society adjourned 
to Monday, March 7th, at eight o’elock. 

Mr. Edward Webster will, on Monday next, read a paper on 
the Landed Lstates and Registry Bills now before the House of 
Commons. The necessity for increased facilities for the trans- 
fer of land, and of a registration system to keep the titles, once 
cleared. free from fature complications, has been more than 
once affirmed by the society; and there can be little doubt that 
the principles enunciated by the Solicitor-General, in his speech 
introducing the measure, command general approval. 

———~>--- - 


Law Sturents’ Fournal. 


LAW SOCIETY’S LECTURES. 
F, 0. Haryes, Esq., on Equity; Monday, March 7, at 8 
o'clock. : 
se Bi -t Smitu, Esq.,on Conveyancing; Friday, March 11, at 





Tue Liquor TRa¥ric.—Permissive Prohibitory 


following observations on this measure deserve Ssientige 


coming from a very exemplary Irish judge, whose official duties 
have brought the evils of intemperance constantly before | 
In charging a grand jury the other day, Judge Crampton said. 
“ Modern legislation has introduced a system of law which is of 
a most valuable kind—I mean the system of permissive enact. 
ment. This kind of statute at once encourages self-goy. 

and respects the principle of personal liberty. Of this we hayg 
several instances, I mention now only two. One of these js 
seen in the statutes which enable cities and towns. to light and 
to pave their own streets, and to perform certain other acts for 
the convenience and comfort of the inhabitants, and for that 
purpose to lay a moderate rate upon the inhabitants of the 
district. It is left by these! statutes in the power and at the 
pin of the ratepayers to adopt or reject the application of 
this law, and the. adoption or rejection of the measure to be 
determined by the votes of the majority of the ratepayers duly 
assembled for the purpose. No tyrant minority is allowed tp 
control the will of the major part of the inhabitants. Another 
instance of a permissive enactment is, that one upon which I 
have before observed; viz. the act for the promotion and regy. 
lation of reformatory schools, These permissive statutes always 
suppose a previous voluntary moyement by associated indi- 
viduals before they can be made to act. I hail this principle 
as a valuable one, and I would apply it to a measure not yet 
brought before Parliament, though for some time before the 
public—a permissive Bill it has been termed, and one which | 
hope at a future period may become part of the law of the 
land. The measure to which I allude is a Bill about to be 
introduced into our Houses of Parliament, the object of which 
is to enable cities, and towns, and districts, at their option, to 
exclude spirituous liquors and the liquor traffic from their 
borders, upon terms and securities into the details of which] 
cannot enter. Such a Bill (like the Acts referred to before) 
infringes not upon personal liberty, and acknowledges the prin. 
ciple of self-government. If the inhabitants of any town or 
district choose to encourage or support the liquor trade with all 
its attendant evils, they can have their will; but if they choose 
to exclude the unhallowed traffic from their district, it shall be 
lawful for them so todo, The Bill is to act only on the pre- 
viously recorded will of the inhabitants—and if that will be to 
exclude spirituous liquors and the traffic in them, the law will 
only promote and regulate the measure by which the vote of 
the majority may be advantageously carried out. If, like the 
wise North American Indian chiefs, we combine to exclude the 
fire-water from our towns and districts, we are sure—for this hai 
been made matter of demonstration—to exclude with it nume- 
rically more, ay, much more, than a full half of the vices, sins, 
and miseries by which our land is flooded. When called upou, 
then, for our vote upon this vital subject, shall we be found to 
give it on the side of peace, order, morals, and religion, or shall 
we encourage and abet the liquor traffic, and incur the cutw 
denounced by the Jewish prophet—‘ Woe unto him that giveth 
his neighbour drink; that puttest thy: bottle to his mouth, and 
makest him drunken also?’ It is every man’s duty to be active 
in the coming struggle. Some of those who now hear me may 
liye to see the day when the permissive Bill shall becomes 
statute, and slavery to the despotism of strong drink shall be 
abolished by law.” 

IMPRISONMENT FOR Desr mn FRrance—An Englishman 
named Lorck was in June last lodged in the Debtors’ Prison 
in the rue de Clichy for non-payment of a bill of 2,834 franes, 
run up at the Hétel du Louvre. It may be remembered that & 
short time ago the Imperial Court decided that, under the law 
of 1848, relative to imprisonment for debt, the judgment order- 
ing the arrest of a person for debt must fix the period for which 
he is to be detained, varying from six months to five years, and 
that when it omits to name the period the minimum of six 


‘months must be taken; in consequence of which it ordered 4 


Wallachian gentleman who had been in prison more than six 
months, whose judgment did not say how long he was to be 
detained, to be set at liberty. On the strength of that decisie 
Lorek on Saturday applied to the Civil Tribunal to order 


release, the judgment sending him to prison not having i 


the period he was to be detained, and he ri vag 3 n in 
The tribunal held 


more than the minimum of six months. e tri 

in spite of the opposition of#the company of the Hétel da 
Louvre, that the application was well founded, and that Lorck 
must at onge be set at liberty, As, however, the proprietors 
the Hétel du Louvre have appealed, first, on the merits, and 
next on the ground that Leathe edme to the hotel and 
himself off under a false name, he stil! remains confined in the 


Debtors’ Prison.—Galignani’s Messenger. 
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Sheriffs, Anvder-Sherifis, Deputies, anv Agents, for 1859. 


Nore.—Warrants are not granted in Town for those Places marked (*)—The Term of Office of the Sheriffs, $c., for Cities 
and Towns, expires on the 9th of November. 


Office Hours, in Term, from 11 till 4; and in Vacation, from 11 till 3. 


Counties, &c. 


BERWICK-UPON-TWEED .. 


*BpsTOL, City Of....-+- 
BOORINGHAMSHIRE ...... 


feats, City sty of “3 


agape 


BSOBX 02 ccccccccvccees 
*Exeres, City of..... 


*GuoucEsTEB, City of .... 
w & CAMB... 


seeeeecos 


*Kineston-vrox-HoLL . 


*Licuy1sxp, City of...... 
LANCOLNGHIRE «.....--0+0 
Linon, City of ........ 
Lonpon, City of ....... 
ate iol 





Worcesrenswinn ,....,.. 
eh padi 


.: eeecceeoee 


Sheriffs. 
Richard Longuet Orleban, Esq., Hin- 
wick House, Poddington 
Charles Philip Duffield, Esq., Marcham- 


Joseph ‘Fleming, i Castlegate, Ber- 
wick-upon-Tweed 


William Henry Harford, Esq., Lawrence, 
Weston Hanbury.° 
Thos. Tyrwhitt Drake, Esq., Shardelsee. 


John Dunn Gardner, Esq., Chatteris. 
George Harrison, Esq., Canterbury. 
Arthur Henry Davenport, Esq., Capes- 


thorne. 
William Johnson, Esq., Chester. 


John Tremayne, Esq., Heligan. 

The Rt. Hon. Gamel ‘Aug. Lord Muncas- 
ter, Muncaster Castle, Cumberland. 
The Hon. Edward Keppel Wentworth 

Coke, Longford Hall, yee 
John H. Hippesley, Esq., Sh ag Lael 
James Fellowes, Esq., Kingston H ‘ouse, 
Sir William Aloyzius Clavering, Bart., 


Champion Russell, Esq., Stubbers, near 
Romford. 
Sam. Steele Perkins, Esq., St. Sidwells. 


John Coucher Dent, Esq., Sudely Castle. 
Edward Trimmer, Esq., College-green. 


Robert Vaughan Wynne Williams be 
Appuldercomb, Isle of Wight. =" 
ag et Yapp, Esq., Halesend, Cradley, 


Martin Hadsley Gosselin, Esq., The 
Priory, Ware, Herts. 

John Dunn Gardner, Esq., Chatteris 

Sir Rd. Tufton, Bt., Hothfield-pl., Kent. 

Jeremiah Charles Pearson, Esq., Kings- 
ton-upon- Hull. 

Sir Robert Tolver Gerard, Bart., Garsh- 


wood, 
William Bosworth, Esq., Charley. 
John Smith, Esq., Lichfield. 


Charles Thomas Samuel Birch Rey- 
nardson, Esq., Holywell. 
John Smith, 7 Lincoln. 


Warren S. Hale, Esq., 71, Queen-street, 
Cheapside. 
Edward Condor, Esq., 2, Salter’s-hall- 
Cannon-street. 


court, 
E. M. Curre, Esq., Itton-Ct., Chepstow. 
George Probinson, Esq.,  Neweastle- 


upon-Tyne. 
H. F. Custance, Esq., Weston-house. 
The Hon. Charles Cust, Arthingworth. 


Henry C. Silvertop, Esq., Minsteracres, 
H. Staniforth Patteson, Esq., Thorpe. 
Henry Sherbrooke, Esq., Oxton, 


John Manning, .» Nottingham. 

George Gammie, -» Shotover-house. 

Charles Keats, Esq., Poole. 

E. H. C. Monckton, Esq., Seaton. 

©, 0. C. Pemberton, Esq., Millichope-pk. 

Edward Berkeley Napier, Esq., Penard- 
house, E..Pennard, Shepton "Mallet. 

Charles Copeland, Esq., Southampton. 


William Davenpnrt, Esq., Maer. 

John George Sheppard, Esq., Ashe- 
house, near Woodbridge. 

Sir Walter Rockliff Farquhar, Bart., 
Polsden, Leatherhead. 

W.H.Biaauw, Esq.,Beechlands, Newick. 

Sir R. Phillips, Bart., Weston-house. 


W. Moore, Grimes-hill, Kirkby Lonsdale. 
John Neilson Gladstone, Esq., Bowden- 


Wier Chamberlain Hemming Esq., 
WHR Ag "Sneha 
oles ' : * Bart., Chevet- 
pita Wake 
Bownaa Atkinson, Eaq., York. 


Under-Sheriffs. 

John Garrard, Esq., Olney, Bucks. 
Thos, Hi Graham, Esq., Abingdon 
sae Jd, Blandy, Esq., ” Reading. 

eddell, Esq., Berwick - upon- 
iat (AU. 5, William Crossman, 3, 
King’s-road, Bedford-row. 
William Ody Hare, Esq., Bristol. 
George Isaacson, Esq., Amersham. 


Clement Francis, Esq., Cambridge. 

Herbert T. Sankey, Esq., Canterbury. 

J. Hostage, Esq., Chester (A.U.), Host- 
age & Tatlock, Bridge-house, Chester. 

J. e, Esq., Chester (A.U,), Host- 
age & Tatlock, Bridge-house, Chester. 

John Coode, Esq., St. Austell. 

Silas Saul, Esq., Carlisle. 


Francis Barber, Esq., Derby. 


Francis Edward Smith, Esq., Crediton. 
Thomas Coombs, Esq., Dorchester. 
‘Wm. Emerson Wooler, Esq., Durham, 


Thos, Morgan Gepp, Esq., Chelmsford 
(A.U.), ya & Veley, 
18, Bedford- 


Henry W. Hooper, Esq., 
circus, Exeter. 

John Burrup, Esq., 3, Berkeley-street, 
Gloucester. 

W. Matthews, Esq., 15, College-green, 


Gloucester. 
T. B. Woodham, Esq., Winchester (A.U.) 


Longmore, Sworder, & ere Hert- 


Cheat Francis, Esq., Cambridge. 

Edward Norwood, Esq., Charing, Kent. 

John T. Tenney, Esq., a Parliament- 
st., ay 5, ey se 

Rowson & Gross, Prescot ( (A. U.), Wilson, 
Deacon Preston. 


W. John Woolley. Esq., Loughborough. 
John Philip Dyott, Esq., Lichfield. 


Charles L. Hughes, Esq., Lecela ACA. U.), 
Henry Williams, Esq., Lin 
Thurston George Dale, Esq., ail 


Thomas Jones, 1, King’s-arms-yard. ~ 
Alfred Surr, 12, Abchurch-lane. 


William Edward Toye, Esq., Chepstow. 
John Clavering, Esq., Newcastle-upon- 


Francis G. Foster, Norwich (A. U.), 
bag Norwich. 
B. E. Bennett, Esq., Marston Trussell 
eat Ww. Tomalin, jun., Esq., 
Northampton. 


Richard Gibson, Esq., Hexham. 

Fred. Elwin Watson, Esq. Norwich. 

H. Newbald, Esq., Newark-upon-Trent 
(A.U.),d- Brewster, Esq. es ham. 

Christopher Swann, Esq., N 

John M. Davenport, Esq., Oxford. 

William Parr, .; Poole. 

Benjamin Adam, Esq., Oakham. 

William Salt, ., Shrewsbury. 

John Nicholetts, Esq., South Petherton. 


Robert Harfield, Esq., Southampton. 
Robert William Hand, Esq,, § 


©. J. 
G. P. Clarkson, Esq., Tunbridge-wells. 
Thomas Heath, Esq., Warwick. 
T. Eastham, Esq., es tent. 
Weat Andry, Baa Esq., Chippenham 


J, W. T. Lea, Esq., Bewdley (A.U.) Gil- 
lam & Sons, Worcester, 
William Mi 


leredith, Esq., Sidbury, Wor- 


cester. 
be'-~ Gray, Esq., 75, Petergate, 
John Seymour, Eeq., York. 


ies and Town Agents. 
Cardale & Co., 2, Bedford-row. 


Gregory & Co., 1, Bedford-row. 
Shum & Co., 3, King’s-road, Bedford- 
row. 


Bridges & Son, 23, Red Lion-square. 

M. W. T. Drake, Esq., 69, Lineoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

J. & C. Cole, 36, Essex-st., Strand. 

Kingsford & Co., 23, Essex-st., Strand. 

Chester & Co., 11, Staple-inn. 

Chester & Co., 11, Staple-inn. 


Coode & Co,, 10, King’s Arms-yard. 
G. Capes, Esq., 1, Field-ct., Gray’s-inn. 


G, Capes, Esq., 1, Field-ct., Gray’s-inn. 
F. Smith, Esq., 19, Essex-st., Strand. 
Rickards & Co..29, Lincoln’s-inn-fielas. 
G. QO. Pollard, Dim Cariton-chambers, 
12, — 
Hawkins & Con 3 i » 2, New Boswell-court, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
J. E. Fox & Son, 40, Finsbury-cireus. 
oe. Cooke, Esq., 35, Southampton- 
w. —_ Smith, Esq., 31, Lineoln’s-inn- 
R. F. Williams, Esq., 6, King’s Bench. 
walk, Temple. 
G. es Cooke, Esq., 35, Southampten- 
oe # be Co., 2, New Boswell-court, 
J. tc Pid ole 3 36, Essex-street, Strand. 
Palmer & Co., 24, Bedford-row. 
None required. 
Chester & Co., 11, Staple-inn. 
H. Hill, Esq., 10, Great James-street, 
Bedford-row. 
8. B. Somerville, Esq., 48, Lincoln's-inn- 
Taylor yi & o-s Co., 28, Great James-street,: 
Taylor & poet 28, Great James-street, 
Secondaries’ Of Office, 5, Basinghall-st. 
Burchall & Co., 25, Red Lion-square. 


J. T. White, Esq., 11, Bedford-row. 
J. Vincent, Esq., iamb-bldge Temple. 


Sharpe & Co., 41, Bedford-row. 
Farley & Co,, 5, Verulam-buildings, 
Gray’s-inn. ote 
W. Gibson, Esq., 64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Jay & Co., 14, Bucklersbury. 
Taglor & Co. Co., 28, Great James-street, 
Lotus Cow ete 
ies st. st. 
W. Mardon, Esa. -» 99, Tory tet 
Bell & Co., Bow Church- 
Hewkine & Co., 2, New Boswell-court. 
Dames Be Harvey, 61, Lincoln's-inn- 
or 16, Bartlett's-buildings, 


White he Ge, 11, Bedford-row. 
Sharpe & Co ., 41, Bedford-row. 


Abbott & Co., 8, New-inn. 


Palmer & Co., 24, Bedford-rew. 
Taylor & ee ee 


PF, B. Joys Ha. 2, Bodford- row. 
a Raymond-buildings, 


inn, 
& Co. 2, Bedford-row. 
Plucknett & Co., 61, Lincoln's-inn- 
Bell & Co., Bow-churchyard. 
G. Capes, Eaq., 1, Fiald-ct., Gray’s-tnn. 
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NortH WALES. 


a iffs. . Under-Sheriffs. Deputies and Town Agents. 
H. Owen Williams, e. Trearddur. ——e Owen, Esq., Liat Abbot & Co., 8, New-inn, Strand. 
John Lloyd Jones, Esq., Broom-hall. Owen Owen, Esgq., Pwiheli. Jones & Co., "le ” Crosby. y-square 
T. Lloyd Fitzhugh, +» Plas Power, John. Lewis, Esq., Wrexham. R. Galland, Esq., 1l, New Palace-yard, 
Wrexham. Westminster. 


*FLINTSHIRE ......+++-.. Philip W. Godsal, Esq., Iscoyd-pai Arthur Troughton Roberts, Esq.,Mold. Simpson & Co., 62, a 
*MERIONETHSHIRE ...... Hugh ay Reveley, Esq., os oneal William Griffith, Esq., Dolgelly. Gray & Co., 20, Lincoln’s- ‘inn-fields, 
*MONTGOMERYSHIRE .... E. Morris. Esq., Berth Liwyd, Lianidloes. Robert D. Harrison, Esq., Welshpool. Gregory & Co., 1, Bedford-row. 
Sourn WALEs. ; 
*BREconsHIRE .... ..... John Maund, Esq., Duffryn Mawr. Henry ret Esq., Brecon. Gregory & Co., 12, Clement’s-inn, 
CARDIGANSHIRE ....... William Price Lewes, Esq., Liysnewydd, Benjamin Evans, Esq., New Castle, Hawkins & Co., 2, New Boswell-court, 
near New Castle, Emlyn. Emlyn. ; 


CaRMARTHEN, Borough of 


W. 8. Thomas, Esq., Carmarthen. 


Chilton & Co., 7, Chancery-lane. 


CARMARTHENSHIRE ...... R. Jennings, Esq., Gellydeg, Carmarthen James Webb Jones, Esq., Carmarthen. Poole & Co., 3, Gray’s-inn-square. 
*GLAMORGANSHIRE ...... C. C. Williams, Esq., Roath-court, near Thomas M. Dalton, Esq., Cardiff. Loftus & Co., * 10, New-inn. 
*HaveErrorpwest,Town of J. Philips, Bog. » Dew-st., Haverfordwest. gem Esq., Spring-gardens, Haver- T. = yo d » Esq.,- 1, Frederick’s-place, 
*PEMBROKESHIRE........ William Owen, Esq., Poyston. ce Esq., Spring-gardens, Haver- T. gy Sith, » Esq., 1, Frederick’s-place, 
*RADNORSHIBE .......++. JW: Gibson Watt, Esq., Doldowlod. a, Esq., Kington, Hereford- ae & < Co., 10, - New-square, Lin. 








Court Papers. 


Court of Chancery. 
DIRECTIONS TO SOLICITORS 


DECREES. 

Counsel’s brief, and a print of the bill, with the reference to the record 
marked thereon, and the correct title of the cause, and the names of the 
guardians of any infant defendants inserted. 

If any Admissions are to be entered as read.—The original paper of ad- 
missions signed by the parties or their solicitors must be left to be endorsed 
by the Kegstrar, and must be ed in the Report Oe, before the order is 

to be 

it's Menttentas of Service of Copy Bill on any of the Defendants 
has been entered.—The order to enter the memorandum, with the Record 


efendants. 

If a Traversing Note has been filed and the Defendant does not appear at 
the Hearing.—The Record and Writ Clerk’s certificate that the note has 
ee ee en ere 

If the Bill has been taken Pro Confesso—The order for the Record and 
Writ Clerk to attend at the hearing with the record of the bill, and all pre- 
vious orders as to the contempt. 

If any Affidavits have been read at the Hearing.—The office copies of 

If Saecw proved at the Hearing Viva V: b 

any have been at the iva Voce or by 
Affidavit.—The order authorising them to be so proved, with the office 
copies of the affidavits (if any) and the documents proved. 
OrDERS On FurTHER CONSIDERATION. 
game Sele ectginnl deenee ant supplemental order (if any), or 
on further consideration reserving the further consideration on 
which the ease hear and any subsequent orders to revive or carry on 
proceedings, and the — copy of the chief clerk's certificate. 
If a memorandum of Service of Copy Bill has been entered—aA certificate 


Goin ae tn coe entered. 

If the Order on Further Consideration deals with any Purchase-Money.— 
Consent brief oe» or it of notice to him of the in- 
tended application of the purchase-money, or an affidavit that the convey- 
ance to the purchaser has been duly executed. 

OnpERs on MorTions. 

Counsel’s brief, with his endorsement of the order made; the notice of 
motion (if any) annexed, and office copies of the affidavits, ‘and the other 
evidence used on the hearing of the motion. 

Oxpers on PETITION. 

The original petition and counsel’s brief, with his endorsement of the 
order made, any evidence used on the hearing, and any decree, order, or 
office copy report, or certificate on which the petition is founded. 

ORDERS UPON THE HEARING OF A PETITION UNDER THE SETTLED EsTAaTEs 

Act. 
becrdie tn + gah as the advertisement thereof, and Saue golbean ead 
cutory orders may have been made relating to such and 
any other evidence used on the hearing. 
ORDERS UNDER ACTS AUTHORISING PuBLIC Works. 

Where the Order deals with any Money 

poles Ape ng een te Sic gy oe 





tion, andthat he is not aware of any right y or of any 
claim made by any other person to the sum of £ 

a eS ee ee Order of 4th July, 
1888 (Seton, p. 663), and any other evidence used at the 





‘An office copy of the receiver's recognisance from the alfice of the Clerk 
of Enrolments. 


Onper AssoLute unDER Winpine-vp Acts. 
The affidavit of the service of the petition, and the London Gasette and 





newspapers containing the advertisement thereof, and any evidence used 
on the hearing. 


DECREES AND ORDERS DEALING WITH ANY FunD rn Court. 
Whenever any Fund in Court is to be dealt with.—The Accountant. 
General’s certificate; and, if the funds are restrained by any order, the 
restraining order, or an office copy thereof. 
Where payment out of Court is ordered to Executor or Administrator. — 
The probate or letters of administration. 


In ALL CasEs OF NON-APPEARANCE 
Of any Party or Persons served at the Hearing of any Cause, Motion for 
Decree, Matter, Petition, or Motion.—An affidavit of service on the party 
or person not appearing. 
GENERALLY, 
Any d ts or evid quired to be produced to the Court should 
be left with the registrar on bes: the decree or order. 
N.B.—Solicitors and their clerks on applying respecting orders made in 
any ex parte matter, are requested to inquire for the same by the title 
thereof as the same appeared in the Court Paper. Decrees and order 
drawn up by the registrars will, when entered, be delivered to the solicitors 
having the.carriage thereof, with his papers, by the clerks at the order of 
course seats, or by the assistant clerks to the registrars, instead of by the 
entering clerks as heretofore. ; 


The attention of the Solicitors is requested to the Soll 
the Registrars. 
Norice or 30TH Janvany, 1857. 

Solicitors on ig any decree or order (except orders on — 
or summons) whereon the lower scale of fees of court is payable, are 
leave with the papers a copy of the certificate for paying the lower scale a 
court fees, duly marked by the clerk of records and writs, and such certi- 
ficate is to be annexed to any draft decree, cal loft thaveetth on Sena 
ing the engrossment thereof. 


Norice or p2TH FEBeuary, 1858. 


Solicitors are requested on leaving their nan at the registrars’ seats for 
the purpose of drawing a y orders in ca or. matter and 
menced subsequently to the first day of oe mae Term, 1852, to furnish 
the registrars with the reference to the record required by the 
Order of 30th November, 1855, either inscribed or stamped by some officer 
of the court upon any previous document in the cause, or inscribed 
the brief, and authenticated by the official seal of the Record and 
Clerk’s Office, or in the case of original decrees, verified by the entry in the 
cause books. 4 

If the cause in which any order may be made was commenced prior to 
the first day of Michaelmas Term, 1852, the solicitor having partons 
the order, or his clerk, is requested to endorse on the brief a 
or certificate to the following effect; that is to,say—“ I certify that this 
cause was commenced previously to the first day of Michaelmas Term, 
1852,”— and to sign the same. 

Norice or 26Tn Fesrvary, 1859. 

On and after the Ist March, 1859, when a fee of less than £3 is payable 
on any order, such fee will be payable by affixed stamps as well as im- 
pressed stamps; and, pursuant to the General Order of Tet August, 1856, 
the stamp affixed to the order is to be of an amount corresponding a 








9 Notices issued y 










Chancery, and of the profession 
jean in rs rege adh apey eanng Bony wee cy 
the pond granadeque teehee sh: are fairly and pro- 
acted upon. 
4 OxpER gr Covust, 
15th November, 1660. 


oe aa no Master of this ‘Court shall 









® The requirements of the words in italics will not be strictly enforced. — 
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tered Sa tne Regier of Affidavits or his shall th 
that afterwards no use shail be Bethe 
of this Court.” 
Orpen or Court, 
18th July, 1666. 
“The Master is 


of Records and’ Writs take this opportunity of 
lees of adhdire centahitag ony toch craters ome ts hed. 


Common Pleas. 
VACATION BUSINESS AT JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 


March 1, 1859. 
The following Regulations for transacting the b at these Chambers will 
be strictly observed till further notice. By Oper. 

Original summonses only to be placed on the file and numbered. 
Summonses adjourned by the Judge will be heard at half past ten o’clock 
ly, according to their numbers on the Adjournment File, and those 
ia tha le previous fo the ey of the day being called will be 
se aplicaions jem dey me affidavit) will be disposed of 
is pre app adjourned summonses. 
iri rcebls daty SUR be altel aed sence ab, tan, stints test 
deven o'clock, and heard consecutively. 
, he parties on two summonses only will be allowed to attend in the 
Judge’s Room at the same time. 
Counsel at half-past one o'clock. The name of the cause to be put on 

the Counsel File, and heard according to number. 
mera pena of deeds will be taken at three o’clock. 
Affidavits in support of ex parte applications for Judge’s Orders (except 
those for Orders to hold to Bail), to be left the day before the Orders are to 
rope end for, y Sane under special circumstances; such affidavits to be 
with the names of the parties, the nature of the appli- 
2 gape thee he eae under which any application is made, 
anaes tone to produce the same. 

vite read or referred to before the Judge must be endorsed and 


iow ctetanine 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 
BIRTHS. 
BYRON—On Feb. 25, at 48 Eaton-place, the Hon. Mrs. Frederick Byron, 
of a daughter. 

COFFEY—On Feb. 21, at 38 Pomberhemed. the lady of John William 
Paes , Solicitor, of a daughte 

—On Feb. 27, in St. Owen's street, Hereford, the wife of John 

iter 


hill, the wife of William Hughes 








th 


jun., Esq., of a son. 


P —On Mar. i, at Upper Westbourne-terrace, Hyde-park, the wife of 
W. C. Jones pa Peay, © Barrister-at-Law, of a son 
—o 27, saton-place South, the Hon. Mrs. Charles Spring 


of a 
SMITH—On Fet Feb. 26, at Westwood-house, Sheffield, the wife of William 
Smith, jun., Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 


SPEED—On Feb. 28, ping No. 91 Westbourne-terrace, Hyde-park, Mrs, Wil- 


of a 
N—On Feb. 2 25, at 15 Sunderland-terrace, Bayswater, the wife of 
Fitzjames Stephen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. , 


MARRIAGES. 


SFIELD—On Mar. 3, at St. Se cae Church, James 8. 
f ee Fo 13 BO becnbed tan hia Louisa, second 
the late W. C. re share 
> = ScHOFIELD — % Feb. "0, ry hes Matthias’s bea d pA 
a wee ttorney, of Wigan, to f° iter 
the late Mr. Adam Schofield.” ehh OP ee 

ee Ted. 24, at Trinity Church, Westbourne 
the Rey. Arthur Scrivenor, incumbent of Chorley-wood, 

Hr nl on gro, Ale al G. Gilliatt, Esq., 


Banstead, Surrey. 

HORTER-Oe Feb, 22, at St. Clement’s Church, Hastings, by 

the Rev. T. Pitman, M.A., vicar of Eastbo 

Wt, Tobe Growse, go of Hastings, Solicitor, to Ann Madelina, 
tecond daughter of the late John Goldsworthy Shorter, Esq., for many 


None Clerk of the same town. 
ocala Feb. 26, in the eet — Mariborongh- 
. ONeill, Richard Powe da 


1BBS—On Feb. 24, at Christchurch, oe arf 
G8. Bidwell, of Yetminster, Richard Prall, jun., Esq., of Rochester, and 
19 Essex-street, Solicitor, to Hester, youngest ‘daughter of Henry 


Strand, 
syne Gibbs, Esq., the Shrubbery, 
WELLS—On Feb. 23, at St. ‘3, Wanstead, by the Rev. 


William Pitt the rector, Isaac W: » son of Isaac Sewell, 
Taq,, of W: nd Old Broad-street, to Selina, daughter of the late 


Wells, of Upper Clapton: 

TURNER—On Feb. 2, at Christ Church, West Hartlepool, 
eldest son of Robert Stafford, Esq., of Durham, Soli- 

oo Turner, Esq., of West Hartlepool. 

DEATHS. 


MITEN—On Mar. 1, at 8 Gloncester- Hyde-park- Lond 
ies ane ond oui Eaten, Kvse-ceckegintonn on, 


months, 


by the Rev. 


i 


Feb. a7, at 34 Bedford:plnes, Russell-square, aged 4 years and 
Stents, Robert, youngest child of Mr. W. A. Boyle.” 





_—_——- 


their or any of their hands, it is further 
ereupon refuse 
thereof made in any the 


not to receive or certify any affidavit unless the same be 
fairly and legibly written, without blotting or interlineation of any word of 


requesting 
the Commissioners will not place their initials to any knife erasure, as 





BRODERIP—On Feb. 27, | the 7lst year of his age, William John Bro- 
derip, Vibeeg. one of her siggy © th fon. Society of Gray’s- 
inn, iy a Magistrate of doo Weetmtaster Police Court. 


wrelghioy. Feb. ‘a, Ruth, wife of Mr. William Burr, Solicitor, Croft House, 
CHANCE—On Feb. 24, at 25 Devonshire-terrace, Sea George, 


child of George Cha nce, Esq., Barrister, aged 5 
CLARKSON—On Feb. 24, William Geering Clarkson, »» 13 Leonard- 
place, Kensington, and Doctors’ Commons, in his 66th year. 
i oy Feb. 26, at Park-lane near Doncaster, Henry Pil- 


Hall, near 

A. Barrister-at-Law, in the 72nd year of his age. 

‘apt’ Foe 24, at East-street, Hereford, in the 59th year of 
his age, Edward Pritchard, Esq., Solicitor, and for many years treasurer ' 
of the same city. 

SMEDLEY—0On Feb. 25, at Grove-lodge, Regent’s-park, Francis Smedley, 
Esq., High Bailiff of Westminster, . 

WITHALL—On Feb. 27, Laura, daughter of William Withall, Esq., of 
7 Parliament-street, Westminster, aged 27. 


<reentiaeconoe 


English Munds. 








Enoiisu Fonps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 
Bank Stock .......+++ 230 | 228 |230 284] 2283 8| 229% |230 285 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann...| 96 } $196} 3 3 be | 6} 96 sol ¢ 
3 per Cent. Cons. Anin...| 95§ 6 | 953-4 sf set 
ie Seer One. Sie: et Tes Oe 624 
New 24 per Cent. Ann.| .. 80 ee ee , 0 
ey Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, 

weeccccoscces ee 1 3-16 | 1 3-16 | 1 5-16 ee 15-16 
be, ‘0 years (exp 5, 
Do, 80 yearaiexp Ja. * oe ° ee ee ee 
DP ccccscedeseces ee . oe oe eo oe 
a 30 years (exp. Apr.5, 
885) me ee ee 18}3-16| .. 183 [18 3-16 
India Seock evccecce coe 219 20; 221 220 ee 220 | 222 20 
985 Sf 






































ee 19sp | i7sp]| .. ee ee 
Do. (under £1000) ..... ee 18s p |20si6sp} 19s p ee ee 
= SH) Mer. 35s p |34837sp| 35s p | 38s p | 35a pi] .. 
= bis (00) Mar. 35s p | 34s p |35s38sp) .. ee 38s p 
itto - oe oe os oe oe oe 
Exch. Bal (Snal far ee 37834sp/35s 38sp| 35s p | 35s p | 35s p 
Ditto ee ee oe ee oe os 
Do, (Advertised) Mar. 34s p | 348 p |34837spi37s4sp| .. [33ss4sp 
Ditto ee ee o ee ee o 
Exch, Bonds, 1856, 3 
per Cent. .....000.. oo o oe ee o . 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 34 
le EE EEE he 1003 | .. ee 100 100 
Railway Stock. 
Rattways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. June..| .. ee ee ee 
Bristol and Exeter ....| ++ ee ee xd 
Caledonian........+.+- 85 43.53/845 § 3] 84h 4 3 
Chester and Holyhead. ‘3 48 ee is 
Eastern Counties ...... 6h dog 594 x G}58§ x d/58§ x d 
Union A, Stock.) .. es ee ee 
mani ce eg F -- [29gxd .. 
Edinburgh and i Glasgow ee 71 oe ee 
. Perth, and fe. 3 1. | ET 
G pag cotm-! 1953 | dag |102'x altotix a 
reat BOD acksag 4 x 
Ditto Stock ..../88} a 5 sce 
< es deer 
Gt. South & West. Ire. es ae 102$x ix 
mt Os) 57h 559 x d/55h x 0/553 xd 
Do. Beour Viy. G. Stk. ee ee 
Lancashire & Yorkshire} 96} oes thos at ito a 
Lon. Brighton& S. Coast} .. | 1 1 t 109 3 
London & North-Wstrn.. oa stl ot x de 95, x d 
London& South-Westrn.| 92§ } { i m4 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| .. | 37 374 + 
cceccccccccess 101g 29/994 x a/99} x 4/984 x.d/98 gx 
m4 Birm. & Derby ou ae 94 xd) .. 
North British ........ 59 83 | 589 [57§ xd) 58 
North-Eastern (Brwck.) elt xdaj9l4 xd xd 
Ditto Leeds ...... os 47 x d/46% xd x@ 
Ditto York ........ ee oe 76% x d/76% xd 
JOR cccccees es ae xd) .. 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.| 30 30} 1 | 3e3 
Central ...... ee ee ee ee 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.) .. ° 27 ee 
Do. Scotsh. Mid, Stk.| .. ee a oe. 
Sh Union ...... ° 453 ee ‘ 
South Devon .....-.... ee eo ee es 
South-Eastern ........| 74 ad = arig.s Cm 2 ¢ 
South Wales .........+] ++ xd. 
Vale of Neath .......+] «+ oe ee aT 





Tibia 06 vom mmne i not be strictly enforced. 
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"Estate Brchange Report. 


(For the week ending sy thiilinly 26, 1859.) 
Av THE Mart.—By Mr: W. A. OAKLEY. 
Leasehold Residence, No. 44, Park-street, Grosvenor-square ; let at £130 
ae: term, 63 years from March, 1824; ground-rent, £40.—Sold 
7 

Leasehold House & Shop, No. 55, Grosvenor-street ; let at £130 per annum ; 
also No. 44, Davies-street, 3 let at £15 per annum, the whole 

y Nae } years from Lady Day, 1820; wcround-rents, £260---Bold for 


A Policy for £500, in the Legal and General Life Office, on the life of a 
gentleman, new in his 48th year, effected July, 1852; annual premium 
£16: 17: 2. "—Sold for £55. 

By Messrs. Cannock & GatsworTHr. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 14, Edward-street, Hampstead-road ; let at £45 
per annum ; term, 94 years from Michaelmas, 1827 ; ground-rent, £6.— 
Sold for £420 

Leasehold House & Shop, No. 16, Edward-street ; a at 50 guineas per 
annum ; same term and ground-rent.—Sold for £6 

Leasehold Residence, No. 33, Edward-street ; Pn value £50 per 
annum ; term, 94 years from Michaelmas, 1830 ; ground-rent, £8 : 8: 
—Sold for £420. 

Léasehold corner House, No. 34, Edward-street ; let at £53 per annum; 
same term and ground-rent ; also a plot of garden ground in the rear, 
cat ey 88 Ayo € from Michaelmas, 1836; ground-rent, 5s. per annum. 


eae. No. 12, Stanh t; let at £46 per annum ; 
4 92 years from Michaelmas, ; ground-rent, £4.—Sold for 


Leaséhold House, No. 14, Stanhope-street ; let at £47 per annum; same 
term, ground-rent, &6. —Sold for £540. 
—_——»~—— 


London Gazettes. 


Hew Members of Parliament. 
TuEspar, Mar. 1, 1859. 
County oF Worcksrék, Easrarn Drvision.—The Hon. Frederick Henry 
William Gough Calthorpe, Perry-hall, Staffordshire. 
Fixbar, Mar. 4, 1859. 
Boroven or Minntust.—John Hardy, Esq., of Dunstall, Staffordshire, vice 
Samuel Warren, Esq. 
Commissioner to adntinister Paths in Chancery. 
Paina, Mar. 4, 1859. 
Barnes, Epwanbd Rosear, Gent., Aylesbury. 


Professional Partnership Dissolvev. 
. TurspaY, Mar. 1, 1859. 


ay rey Taomas Harris, & James NasMytH ARNOLD WALLINGER, 
Solici' Conveyancers, 8 Old Jewry ; by mutual consent. 


Fruway, Mar. 4, 1859. 


STANILAND, M., & W. E. CHAPMAN, jufi., Attorneys & Solicitors, Boston, 
m, Lincolnshire ; by mutual consent. 


and Doningto: 
Bankrupts. 
ToespaY, Mar. 1, 1859. 
InDES. Samvet, jun., Auctioneer, Salisbury. Com. Evans: Mar. 10, at 
rg Wt! atl; Ye mey “2 see Of. Ass. ay a Lewis, Wood, 
wi bidgs., Gray’s-inn. Pet. Feb. 2 

eowalo, warices Coningsby, Lincolnshire. toss Ayrton: Mar. 
p  gyte a 20, at 12; aha tamer’ be © “aha Off. Ass. Car- 
J08: oCeinies un heat gen ae al Caartzs Henry Jostrre), Licensed 
Victualler, 74 & 75° Strand. Com. Fane: a, 10, at 12; and April 8, at 
30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Whitm ‘Bole. Dimmock & Burbey, 


2 t King-st., Commercial-road 

: Maf. 14, at 12; April 11, at u; 
, Abs. Bicholon. Sol. Dalton, 3 Buckl . Pet. Feb, 24. 

Taomas, Grocer, Be OF. pg West: Mar. 12, and April 9, at 

ou Counetl-hat 1 Shetheld.. Of: Ass. Young. Sols. Smith & Wight- 

WEBB, Joan, Butcher, Reading. Com. Fane: Mar. 10, at 12.30; and 

15, at 11; 5 Dalinghall-t Off. Ass. Cannan, Sols. Holmes, 25 

-row ; or Neale, non, Pe. Feb, 28. 


Feb. he 
= Ay Smithfield. Com, 
’ iat Norton, Son Of. 
Ass. Sols. 't Sens, 2 2 Sise-lane or Norton, Son, & 
enon ae Tee Pet. for arrngt. Dec. | 


Frama, Mar. 4, 1859. 


COOKE, Gronor Francis, Lime Burner, Wouldham, Kent, and Battersea; 
athe he wore “yt aii Cawands. 

3 5 p! atl; st. 
Sol. Rice, 50a Lincoln’: os Pet. M dis “Ear 


CROW, Tuomas, Painter, B 
Mar. 14, at +12; and 


| oy Aerie & Bromley, Gray’s-inn; or 8. B. 5 Sudan, ele Fae, 
OWLER, iviktiine; Grocer, Bradford. Com. phy na > ae aie 
rance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers; or Bond 
Leeds. Pet. Feb. 
HAYS, WittuaM al Printer, 103 Cheapside, 
12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Johnson. 

s ‘Boyer, Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. Mar. 4. 

JONES, James Davip, na -house Keeper, 60 Fleet-st. Com, Hi t 


2; and April 15, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. ying. na + 
Stet as bauoualn'G Com. Evans: big rita — 


Mar. 15, at 2.30 ; and Ap 15, at 2; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Ed 
Sol. Jones, 1 King *s-arms-yd., Moorgate-st. Pet. 1 Fee 26. 

PORTUS, Grorce Buttock, ae iy Com. Perry: Mar. 18, 
and April 8, at 11; — . Ass. Bird. Sols. Norris & pi 


Liverpool. Pet. Mar. 

REDSHAW, Josera, ‘Tashér, Grange, Grange-rd 

Goulburn: Mar. 16, at 1.30; and April 18, at 12; Beals ‘¢ 
Ass. — Sol. Silvester, 18 Gt. Dover-td., Ni 


Mar. 
SKEELES, James Hussarp, Boot & Shoe pees Li 
Mar. 17, and April ee Liverpool. yy oy Prig 4 
Com. Sanders: Mar, 
. Whitmore. Sol. Sill, 


Com. Sanders: Mar. 15 and 
Sol. Ro- 


WiLLIAMS, ye Shoe Henghevarer, ae 
17, and April %, = 11; Birmingham. Qf. Ass. 
qeimaingham Feb. 28. 

ORME LEY, ‘Caos, Hatter, Derby. 
April 19, at 11; Shire-hall, nee. Of. Ass. Harris. 
botham, Derby. Pet. Mar. 1 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, Mar. 4, 1859. 


Hits, Epwin, Manufacturing Chemist, Warsah, Hants. Feb. 2. 
WaALkEs, Joun, Licensed Victualler, Stockport. Feb. 28. 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TuespaY, Mar. 1, 1859. 
Bye Joun Hunter (J. H. Brown & Co.), Manufacturer, Sundets 
land. Mar. 24, at 12; Royal-arcade, Ne e-upon-Tyne. 
BUSFIELD, JESSE, Cloth Manufacturer, Yeadon, Yorkshire. Mar. 28, at ll; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds (previously adj. sine die). 
CARMICHAEL, JoHN, Merchant, Liverpool. Mar. 23, at 11; Liverpool. 
Hinp, Matruew, Grocer, Durham. Mar. 14, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne (by adj. from Feb. 11). 
Lumspon, James, & WILLIAM Len (E. Lumsdon & Sons), Chain & 
Anchor Manufacturers, South Shields. Mar. 24, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Mason, Ropert Hinpry, Printer, Sunderland, and Tynemouth. Mag. %, 
at 12; Royal-atcade, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 
PRINGLE, JOHN, JOHN THURMAN, & WittiAM Patatér, Lace Manufactaten, 


Nottiigham. Mar. 22, at 11; Shire-hall, N 
Saaw, Wiutian, Bookseller, Lincolishite. Mat. 3 at 194 ‘Townlall, 


-upon- Hi 
Smira, Henry secu, Cots Master, Sheffield. Mar. 12, at 10; Coufidll 
hall, Sheffield. 


peas ot 11 Laat, 
i 


Mar. sar Me S 


Farmar, Mar. 4, 1859. 
ASPINALL, WILLIAM STANCLIFFE, Grocer, Leeds. 
Bavtiss, Moses Buttock, Tailor; 1 Sloate-st., 


12; Basinghall-st. 
Bextey, Jane Mak, Grocer, Dudley. 


Boan, James, Bookseller, 12 King William-st., St. Martin’s-iti-' 
Mar. 25, at 15 ———e ( 
BRADSHAW, Gyate fihKeeper, Whitchurch, Salop. Mar. 30, at 11; 
Birminghai 


Brown, Geass, Boot, Shoe, & Leather Bia 26 Edgbaston-st., Bir 
mingham. Mar. 28, "at Ni a o 

Byers, Mictazt, & Tomas Byers, Ship Builders, Monkwearmouth i oe 
Sunderland (Byers & Co.) Mar. 28, at 11.30; Royal-arcadle, Ni , 


upon-Tyne, 
Cone, FrepERi¢ ean Wine Merchant, 101 Fenchurch-st. Mar. %, 
at 2; Basinghall 


Epwanps, Robert, “Seiter, Mold, Flint. Mar. 29, at 11; Liverpool. 
Fisner, Samvex, Veterinary Surgeon, Stamford, Lincolnshire. Aptil 1% 
at 11; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 


Hatt, Cnristoraen, East India Merchant, 3 Sun-ct.; Cornhill (C. Hal ® 
Co.) Mar. 26, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Hamitton, Georce, Cotton Spinner, Bacup. Mar. 15, at 125 

Hanzgop, Wituidm, & Hewry Tarsam, 
worth, near Hingley, Yorkshire (Harrop & Tatham), Mar. 25, a 
Commercial-bldgs. Leeds. 

Liserr, Georor, Busk Manufacturer, Sheffield. Mar. 26, at 10; Couill 
hall, Sheffield. 


besaaorens, Groncz Witiam, Draper, Edgware-toad. “Mar. 26, at i 
Basing! 
Mar. 25, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 
30 Alfred-st., Bow- et, eet 
Shire-hali, Ni 
bidgs., Leeds. 
vce, Groxce, Shipowner, South Shields. Mat. 15, at 11 Royal-areade, 


hall-st. 
PARKINSON, , sen., & Parkinson, Jon, jun., Hoslers, Leicesiet, 
April 5, at 11; Shire-hall, Nottingham 
and 24 Mark-lane, “Mat. 28 arate 
est. of G. Pa 
Scampron, Roser, Worsted Spinner, Leicester. Mar. 99, at 11; Sbine 
hall, Nottingham. , ? 
qusees, Janse Millor, ¥ Warson, Nottingham. Mat. 96, at 10; Coun 
J ’ al 
shall, Sheftield ” : 








i Aer hy og Graeethurch-st. Pet. Feb. 25. 
rate a 


EVILLE, Untan, Wholesale Boot & Shoe Maker, Kerr-st., Northamptil 
Pavirr, ‘Wittiam, Dante. Pavrrr, & Gronce Pavirr 
Millers, 1, Myddieton- 
palision, Gua, Wie St Sin sib salagtetes 
ScuLLy, Amsrose, Ironmonger, Bradford. April 5, at 11; Commercial 
p, RICHARD, Hosier, Leicester. April 5, at 11 ; Shire-hally Hd 





16, st 12.90; and April 18, at 117’ Basiaghall-et. Off. Aaa, Pennell, 







M‘lerras, THomas, Tailor, Leeds, Mar. 25, at 11; Commercial-bidg, 
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Joun, Bakét; Tikeston, Derbyshire. April 5, at 11; Shire- 


LON, CaaRLes, & Wiittim Wartow, Ship & Insurance Brokers, 17 
chu = ray 4 Olement’s-lane (C. Walton & Sons). Mar. 25, 
1130; Basinghall-st 

a Tuomas (trading in the name of Joun Witts1aMms), Dealer in 

oe sams Mar. 25, at 12; Basing- 


Currier, Dewsbury. Apiil 5, at 11; Commercial- 


& Grorce Exvtiorr Wricut (R. & G. E. Wright), 
"Eager Leeds; ana 17 2 ap lan, Widdiese, Mar. 6 ae it, 


va an it est. and sep. est of R. Wright. 
Patan, Fo redonsrhony Mar. 30, at 11; Birming- 


CERTIFICATES. 
eisai tinless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
; Tuespay, Mar. 1, 1859. 
si, Wittiane, Watchmaker, Halesworth, Suffolk. Mar. 24, at2; Ba- 
Queen’s Head Public-house, Water- 


: i Von, 

ie at 1; Basinghall-st. st. 

Jones, Wrutias bocma Henry Dermot Dempsey, Ship Builders, 
bey sag 


Liverpool (W. B. Tones B08.) Mar. Ma at 12; Liv 

lnmasy, Witiaast, Grocer, High-st., Dunstable. Mar, 23, at 12; Basing- 

Uewnt, Samurn, Draper; Nottingham. Mar. 22, at 11; Shire-hall, Not- 
Fawbay, Mar. 4, 1859. 


bhi ong | Srancxirre, Grocer, leeds. Mar. 28, at 12; Leeds. 
sngu ee Ctown-row, Mile End. Mar. 


Export Boot & as Waréhotiseman, 8 

poder Holb t. $. eit RR, ey a 
, Joan Peren, Plumber, Sheffield, 26; at 167 CoanEiI-hall, 
regan, Jeane, Maltster, Birmingliam, and Great Barr. Mar. 28; at It; 
BA , Hotel-keeper, Clayton-sq., Liverpool. April 4, 
L, Joiner & Builder, Shieffiela. Mar. 96, at 10 ; Council: 
odllen Manufacturer, grr Alinondtitry, York- 


"Bat tt Commer 
lerchant, . Mar, 98, d¢ 195 Mad 





‘THomas Brewiy, Draper, Shéffield. Mar. 26, at 10; Cotiticfl- 
Tani, Jaotze, Miller, Warsop, Notiinghdinshire. Mar. 26, at 10; Cow- 


To de DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 


TuespayY, Mar. 1, 1859. 
AUGOCR, Sattcét, Painter & 2 Paihier, 6 Stafford. Feb. 25, 37d cldss. 
eb, 25, 3rd class. 


te las Co Eston Speers, May Westie: diite he 23, 


Wimentecs, Miller, ign ay 4 gn Feb. 17, 2nd class; to be 
suspended for 12 months ‘from Jan. 2 
lsbox, Janes, & WinLiaM panalny Chain & Anchor Manufacturers, 
(Lumsdon & Son). Feb. 16, 3rd class; after suspension till 
12; certificate to be delivered to James L 
: Mais, 4, 258 Bigh-st.. Exeter (trading under 
of Gnonce Canvenet, 5 Fass-r , Cavendish-sq., London). 
suspended for 18 calendar months, and protection 
tion of Ist month 
per; South ‘Shields. Feb. 23, 2nd class; after the 
is. 
Dawyret, Cutler, 87 Park-st., Grosvenor-sq. Feb. 24, 2nd a. 
y Licensed Victualler, , Kidderminster. Feb. 28, 1 


Watchitiaker, Okehampton, Devon. Féb. 24, 2nd class, 
atthe expiration of 21 days, 
Renbez, Henry, Oil Merchant, Manchester, and Newtoti Heath. Feb. 21, 


y , Timber Merchant, Dorrington-st., Clerkenwell. Feb. 16, 
"meee as & Witttam Tomettson Rrity, Ironmasters, Millfield 
Works, Bilston, Highfield Works, Sedgley, and Bent- 
} ened Saeccgee Feb. 1, ard class, after # suspension 
= Drie, Ure vet, 196 London-st., Reading. Feb. 16, 
Sum, E>wanp, Miller, saohbook Lincoinshire. Feb. 22, 2nd class. 
, Torquey. Feb. 23, 2nd class, subject to a sus- 
ir months. 
Friar, Mar. 4; 1859, 
ea , Hoonsed Victualler, Bristol, Mar. 1, 2nd class, after a 


ii, Tiowaa, ¥ pa or erry, Neath. Mar. 1, 2nd class, 


; 
ex 


Ay j 


éw-rd., Manchester. " Feb. 25, 3rd 

Wisse Plamber, Monkfrystone, Yorkshire. Feb. 25, 2nd class. 

Groncr, Upholder der, | High-<st., Noiting-hil. ” Fed. 26 3rd class, 
ae Haberdasher, 438 Oxford-st. Feb. 9, 3ré@ class, 

Robert WALKER, Builders, Sheffidld. Feb. 19, 


 & Jarres Aeetsemnme ; Sessee, im, Wiig Tackle Mannfac- 


Sie, eae r-sq. 
at tate ah oa sr ot My ME Paaathien. 


Class, 
Ronentrenceur Pm 


jaarwon, Ceo 





Assignments for Benefit of Giititiecs, 
Tossvay, Mar. 1, 1859. 

ARNOLD, Jon, Retailer of Ale & Beer, Warstock Tayérn, Y: 
Worcestershire. Feb. 15. 7rustees, B. Crathorne, rane 
ton; W. Parkes, Maltster, Camp-hill, B Sob. 
Moor-st., Birmingham. 

Cocxsvnx, ALEXANDER, ‘Grocer, Pong Pad mene Leicestershiré. 

Trustees, T ; Buteher, A 


~ wood, 
's Nor- 
Powell, 157 


Feb. 


cute before Mar. 3. Sot. Wake, 
Dawson, Jonn, Merchan my Whtapanen. Fe be Feb. 7 7... Trustees, G. W. Brown, 
cat, Whitehaven ; Loon; and "other persons. 
Sol. Linklater, 7 Walbroas 
Harr, Pa forbes hes poy’ yat. porese Feb. Trus- 
ie, Me: Queen-: A. Smee, 
te J. ker, Finsbury. -pavement ; H. Rocks, Merchant, 40 Lime-st. 
Sol. Turner, 68 Aldermanbu: 
Palas, Geonce, Tanner, Ormskirk, Lancashire. Feb. 23. Trustees, H. 
W. Banner, Accountant, Liverpool; and other persons. Sol. Tyrer, Wal- 
ton-on -the- Hill. ; 
Payne, pares 5 er Parra & Joan peur | Leather Merchants, 
ath te Trustees, J. i. 
Smi Taiiner, wide, Orek: Seat we Ww. “on 
Bermondsey. Creditors to execute on or before Ma 


> Byer f 
¥. Bot. Bousheld, 
14a Philpot-lane. 


STRevens, JoHN Luoyp, Sail Maker, 86 Tower-hill. Feb. 19. Trustees, T. 
C. Hayward, Sail Cloth Manufacturer, 93 Minories; and other persons. 
Creditors to execute on or before May 19. Sot. ‘Thomson, 60 P 

Tompson, JoHN, Cattle Dealer, Kirk Deighton Yorkshire. Jan. 19. 
High Oa J. Styan, Formers 1 Daghoens T. D. semarae gy 

yton, near Ripley; J. Allison, Surveyor, osceeryna ° 
ators ta execute bere Mi 8 Sot. Coates, Weth: “aa 

Wi 1s, Merchan Change, trading under Rose, 
Won, © Co, Feb. 16. Trustees, W. ¥. Farwig, Upper 
Ft i teens ; 9 een Warehouseman, Sermon-lane. OL 4 

Femayr, Mar. 4, 1859. 

Haxfon, Rosir?, Table Knife Cutter, Sheffield. Feb. 7: 
Nicholson, Ts ” Steel Manvfacturer, "and H. Bearnsworth, 

of Shetfiex. Sol. Unwin, Sheffield. 

Horxus, Jonny, Ironfounder, New Dock, Lianelly. Dee. 17. hittlees, W. 
Roderick, of the Bank of Messrs. Wilkins & Co., Lianelly; 8. 
_ Bevan, Tronmonger, | Creditors to exécute on or before Mar. 17, 
’ or within further 30 days. Sol. Tatéy Liafelly. 

Howe, Cuantes, & ‘Winxast Crisp, Tailors, Wo; , and Brom - 

Herefordshire (C. ae > ae Feb. Trustee, H. Led- 

» garda, Warehouseman, Wood-st. Sol. Letts, jun., Bartlett’ s-bidgs. 
EVInLB, SamuEt, Shoe Geos. Maamtoctaaeny Northampton... Feb. 5. Drusiee, 
W. Goilier, Shoe Manufacturer, Herthiatipten. Sot. Rands, Newland, 


N 
TAYLOR, Winttam, jun., Timber Agent; Normanton. _ Feb. 16. eae 
W. Greatorex, Buteher, Osmaston-st., Derby. Sol. Briggs, 6 
st., Derby. 
Creditors under Estates in EChancerp. 
Torspay, Mar. 1, 1859. 
Pinder, Dantet, Chemist & Druggist, Judd-st., Brunswitk-sq. (who died 
at ae in the latter pert of the year 1839), Pinder v. Ruddall, M. R. 


Last Day for Proof, June V6. 
SaurTer, Sse, Esq.,; Héavitree, Devon (who died in or about the month of 


Jan, 1855). Salter ¢. Ainsworth, M.R. Last Day for Proof, Mat. 24. 
Frwmay, Mar. 4, 1859. 
ANDERSON, ALEXANDER PuRCELL, Doctor of Medicine, Ss as ¢who died 
on or about Oct. 20,1840). Anderson v. Anderson, M. R. Last Day for 


Prod, 2 
Brooks, : a Bromwich (who died in or about Feb.; 1655). 


M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 22. 

CLAVERING, SARag, Clapham (who died in or about Jan.,; 1854). Claver- 
ing 9, , V. ©. Wood. Last for Proof, Mar. 2. 

Herennt?, Georck Avevustes (who died on of about Fev. 24, 1851). 
pt & Anothér v. Sole & Others, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, 

Ph Shcutte Lypbta, ae Staines (who died in or a Feb., 1854); 
Poole v. Poole, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 

Wesstrer, Many, Grocer, Low Town, Pudgey, Yorkshire ‘aus died in or 
about June, 1853). Illingworth & Others v. Walker & Others, V. C. 
Stuart. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 30, 

WAindings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 

Turspay, Mar. 1, 1859. 
Unirirred, tt CHANCERY. 


Binxseck Lire Assurances Company.—V. C. Kindersley, . 15, at 2 
& 3, at his Chambers, will further settle the list of 

Irish Waste LAND Lwerovemenr Sootery.—V.-C; Kindersley, on Feb. 11, 
at his Chambers, ordered that a call of £4 share be made on all the 
Contributories, payable on or before Mar. 9, to Robert Palmer Harding, 


ert ton | 
on a Live Asscriner Sooittt.—V. C. Kidetsley will, on 
proceed to make 4 calf on the Contri- 


Trustees; 3. 
Horn Mer- 


ba es 
ar. 14, at a his his Chambers, 
buto ‘or ever: : 
Tere fare Comat, — Pie Mister of thie Rolls sn S ow Mar, AT 


UNIVERSE Provident Lire AssotraTION.—The Master of pot 
ay A Tt a tie Chaabere, ofGer tht @ cal of 17550 pic 
Snate be madé on all Contributories. 
Farpay, dfar, 4, 1859, 
Ca¥ Crxow Mixexo ComPany.—Pite Master of the Rolis on Mar. 
maRe aw order for the dissolution and up of this Company. 
KEN? Bewerrt BorcerNe Society, also called Kerr Faesnonp 
Sdotwry.— Oreditors of the to come im atid prove thelr 
before V, C. Kindersley, at po? Chambers. 
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Mrxon Great Consots Copper Mininc Company.—V. C. Wood will, on 
Mar. 11, at 2, at his Chambers (by adj. from Feb. 21), proceed to settle 
the list of Contributories, prior to the order for ——-> the acne 

MEXICAN AND SoutH AMERICaN Company.—The Master of the Rolls 
on Mar. 16, at 12, at his Chambers, make a Call on the list of Con- 
tributories, for £4 per share. 

NATIONAL ALLIANCE ASSURANCE CoMPANY (REGISTERED.)—V. C. Wood: 
Petition for dissolution; Mar. 12. 


LimrrepD, IN BANKRUPTCY. 
Boc ‘Mutmxc Company.—Com. Holroyd has appointed Mar. 18, at 2, for 
creditors to prove their debts, at Basinghall-st. 
Szamurss LeaTuer Comps ny.—Com. Fonblanque has appointed Mar. 16, 
at 12, for creditors to prove their debts, at Basinghall-st. 


Scotch Sequestrations: 
Toxspay, Mar. 1, 1859. 

Asner, Savt Sotomon, Fruit Merchant, {3 St. Patrick-sq., Edinburgh. 

= a at 2; Stevenson’s Rooms, 4 St. Andrew’s-sq., Edinburgh. Seg. 
eb. 24. 

Buiioca, James, Grocer, Kirkintilloch. Mar. 8, at 2; Crown-inn, Kirkin- 
tilloch. Seg. Feb. 25. 

HENDERSON, SAMUEL, Bleacher, Holmfield, Kirkintilloch. Mar. 8, at 2; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Gamer. Seq. Feb. 26. 

Matcoum, Sir Jonny, Bt., Balbedie and Grange, Fifeshire, sometime at 2 
Verulam-ter., Maida-hill, London, now at Balbedie. Mar. 8, at 2; 
Buist’s Royal- “hotel, Cupar-Fife. Seg. Feb. 28. 

Net, Joun, sometime Smith & Engineer, thereafter Spirit Dealer, 1 South 
Cumberland-st., Calton, Glasgow. Mar. 4, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. 
George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. Feb. 23. 

Rea, Davip, Grocer & Spirit Dealer, Dundee. Mar. 8, at 11; British- 
hotel, Dundee. Seg. Feb. 25. 


Frupay, Mar. 4, 1859. 

Baten, James, Merchant, Glasgow, sometime officer of her Majesty’s Cus- 
toms, formerly Shaw! Printer, Linwood, Renfrewshire (James M‘Murray 
& Co.), and also as a partner, now or formerly, of each of the following 
companies :—Clark & M‘Kinlay, Commission Merchants & Drysalters, 
Glasgow ; Robert M‘Kinlay, Commission Merchants & Drysal Glas- 
gow ; and Caldweel, Parker, & Co., Shawl Printers, ge . 10, 
at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. 

_ Joan, Innkeeper, Cardross. Mar. 11, at 12; Tentine ‘hotel, Helens- 

urg. 

M‘WituiaM, Witttam, Farmer, ‘aren Wigtown. Mar. 11, at12; George- 
hotel, Stranraer. Seg. Mar. 1 








TEETH. 


NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
GUMS, and PALATES ; composed of substances better suited, che- 
mically and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most unerring accuracy, 
without which desideratum artificial teeth can never be but a source of 
annoyance. No springs or wires of any description. From the flexibility 
of the agent employed pressure is entirely obviated, stumps are rendered 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
the best quality, yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 
Messrs. GABRIEL, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 

33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
(particularly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
134, Duke-street. Consultation gratis. 

“* Messrs. Gabriel’s improvements are truly important, and will repay a 
visit to their establishments; we have seen testimonials of the highest 
order relating thereto.”’— Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857. 

Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 
which are injurious. 


A GENTLEMAN, aged Thirty-three, of fifteen years’ 
ree 5 in _ Profession (ten of which have been most actively 
employed in one of the largest Firms in London), desires to make an 


CLERK to take the management of a general business, or the control of a 
London Office, as a branch of Country Practice. The Advertiser is pre- 
gr vot, A the stamp-duty. A moderate expected during articles. 

Address, O. P., “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 








TEETH. 
NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STREET, GROSVENOR-SQUARE, 
(Removed from 6 a 
Masesty’s Rorat Lettre 
EWLY-INVENTED APPLICATION of CHE- 
MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the construction of 
Teeth, Gums, and Palates, 
MR. EPHRAIM MOSELY, SURGEON-DENTIST, 
9, LowER GROSVENO: R-STREET, 
SOLE INVENTOR AND PATENTEE. 
A rhe Ie ~ invaluable cptryeem in the ada; 
most absolu’ and success, of CHEMICALLY-PRE- 
WHITE and r ‘M-COLOURED INDIA-RUBBER, as 4 lining to 
or bone frame. 
extraordinary results of this muatigates ney se Seley neten 10 6 
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REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES. 


LAY REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


CuarrmMan—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of London, 
Derury-CaarrMaN—Nassau W. Senior, Esq., late Master in Chaneery, 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and 

Annuities granted in exchange for ee aera and Contingent 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Totowa 
granted on favourable terms. 


Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, 
be had at the Office. vid 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary, 


fe GENERAL LAND DRAINAGE AND Iy. 
PROVEMENT COMPANY. Offices: 52, Parliament Street, 
Henry Ker Sermer, Esq., M.P., Chairman. 

1. This Company is incorporated by Act of Parliament to facilitate 
Drainage of Land, the Making of Roads, the Erection of Farm Hone 
Farm Buildings, and Labourers’ Cottages, and other Improvements on 
descriptions of Property, whether held in fee, or under entail, mortgages 
in trust, or as Ecclesiastical or Collegiate Property. 

2. In no case is any investigation of Title necessary. 

3. The Works may be designed and executed by the Landowner orhis 
Agent, or the Company will undertake the entire a by their 
experienced staff, and advance the money required for the works. Equal 
facilities will be afforded in either case. 

4. The whole cost of the Works and expenses may, in all cooes, NOG 
on the Lands improved, to be repaid by half-yearly instalmen‘ 

5. The term of such charge may be fixed by the pgexmn and ex- 
tended to fifty years for Land Improvements, and thirty-one years ‘for Fam 
Buildings, whereby the Instalments will be kept within such a fair per 
centage as the occupiers of the Improved Lands can afford to pay. 

6. No profit is taken on any works executed by the Company, the actus 
expenditure only, approved by the Inclosure x 
n all cases. WILLIAM CLIFFORD, Secretary, 


O BE SOLD, pursuant to a decree of the 
Court of Chancery, made in a cause ‘‘ BERNARD ». 

MESSRS. BEADEL & SONS, at the AUCTION MART, BARTH! 

LANE, in the City of LONDON, on Ang mae the 29th day of MARCH, 

1859, at TWELVE, for ONE O'CLOCK in the afternoon, with the 

tion of Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Torin Kind the Judge to whose 

Court the said oo Gohry aenpe eg gae the wing Freehold an 

Copyhold Property ; that is to say— 

Lot 1. A FREEHOLD and COPYHOLD ESTATE (almost entinly 
redeemed from Land Tax), known as the “ Greenwood Estate,” situstein 
the parish of Durley, in the County of Southampton, comprising & brick 
built and tiled family residence, with the homestead and appurtenances, 
and 325a. 3r. 8p. of arable, pasture, and woodland, lying within a ring fence, 
and divided into enclosures. 

Lot 2. Two enclosures of Accommodation Land, copyhold of the Manor 
Bishop’s Waltham, and three allotments adjoining the same, and abutting 
on the road at the northern extremity of Lot 1, and containing la, Lr. 31p, 
or thereabouts 

Lot 3. Three allotments, at present unenclosed, situate on Durley 
Common, abutting on the road, and opposite to Lot 2, and containing 
3a. 2r. 9p., or thereabouts. 

The property may be viewed by permission of the tenants, and printel 
particulars and conditions of sale may be had ( on boo lithographic 

plans of the estate, of Messrs. Capron, Brabant, . & Deke 
place, New Burlington-street, London ; of Messrs. , Lee, 

Collyer, No. 4, Bedford-row ; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Beadel & Sous, 
No. 25, Gresham-street, London, E.C, 
FREDc. E. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk 
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TO THE OWNERS OF HOUSE PROPERTY IN AND NEAR LOND. 
ae RENT GUARANTES SOCIETY. 






Thomas Brassey, Esq., 56 arene EN 
John Horatio Lioya, Esq., 1, King’s Bench Walk, Temple. 
Cuthbert Wm. Johunaon, lpg F-B.S. + FES. Gray'otnn, and Compl 
James L. 

denn Society na teen nfl an bene operation ane 18, 








tes, Houses, and other Property, with the same regularity as dividt 
Sus the Retin Beats. The Society also Manages and Collects Rents witl- 
out guarantee, refering the wecurity of large subecrbed capital (200 
for AE peta reine ate sae 
A moderate Commission covers Superintend- 
ing Repairs, Re-letting, a Cllection of are now ab 
Sede rig es 
appointment. For particulars ayy at ces 0 sotiety's 3, Charlotte 
row, Mansion House, London 
When Clients are introduced direct to the Society by Sliitar one 
of the Commission will be allowed, and the legal business connected 
the Property will, in all cases, be referred to the Solicitor of the Client. 





















LAW.—GREAT REDUCTION. 
Co for COPYING and EN GROSSING! 







Petites SSE5RR. FU RELSSEESS EERE. 


8. 
coe fet overeccccecooncesececoen: & ; 20 folios. 
- og AE TS bdvec vetenes ‘ 6 pe at 
Be Fi ii vpattasens 2 6 per 20 folios. 
OC paper. 
Kine & Co., Law Stationers, 3, Staple- ; Londas. 
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’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 

Soe Tun JOURNAL anp REPORTER, 1 seEprt- 

‘RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 

4; 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 

" @UPPLIED AT 1s. 8d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 

gor 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 

‘oR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
70 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

fun Soxicirors’ Journal & REPORTER is published every 
Saturday morning in time for the early trains, and may be 
procured direct from the Office, or through any Bookseller or 
News Agent, on the day of publication, 

Subscribers are informed that the Subscription for Vol.3 is now 
due. The amount is 21. 12s. per annum for the JoURNAL 
ayy REPORTER, and 11. 14s. 8d., for the JOURNAL, WITHOUT 
Rerorts, which includes all Supplements, Title, and Index, gc. 
ge, Post Office Orders crossed “ ¢ Co.,” should be made payable 
fo Wut1am Draper, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, at the 
BrancH MoNEY-ORDER OFFICE, CHANCERY-LANE, W.C. 

A SusscriBER, Dingley.—Spyer v. Hyatt was decided by Sir 
J. Romilly, M. R., in April, 1855, and is reported 20 Beav. 
621, 5. C.,3 W. R. 295. It was there held that notwith- 
standing by Sir J. Romilly’s Act (3 & 4 Vict. c. 104) the 
real estate of a deceased person is assets for the payment of 
his debts, and by the Dower Act (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 95), all 
debts to which the lands of a deceased are subject, are “ valid 
as against the right of his widow to dower,” yet that the 
widow’s right to dower has still priority over mere creditors of 
the deceased. But the case of a mortgage by a party (mar- 
tied since the Dower Act) without a declaration to bar dower 
is very different, and does not come within this decision. 

ACounrry Reaver will find all the information which he 
desires in Mr. C. P. Phillips’s book on the “ Law concerning 
Idiots, Lunatics,” &c. It is a very careful compilation of all 
the cases on this branch of the law. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


—— 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 

The Manchester Law Association have prepared an 
tle paper in criticism on the Solicitor-General's Land 
Titles and Registry Bills, which has reached us, unfor- 
tunately, too late for insertion this week. Throughout 
the country generally the feeling of the profession is 
ulverse to the measure, but not to any great degree; 
the views expressed in our columns as to the small ex- 
tent to which the Landed Estates Court will probably 
operate having been generally accepted as accurate. We 
ate confirmed by ar; nts from several quarters in our 
@inion that if the Registry Bill is to pass, a local sys- 
tem of registration is absolutely essential, and we have 
little doubt:that to this complexion the matter must at 





come. 
Since reseg | the above, we have received the fol- 
report from the Managing Committee of the 


- Merroporrran axp Provincian Law Association. 


Th obedience to a special summons, a meeting of the Com- 
of Management of this Association assembled on Monday 
hut, the 7th inst., to consider the two Bills recently introduced 
House of Commons by the Solicitor-General, and in- 
tuled, the “ Title to Landed Estates Bill,” and the “ Registry 
Bill,” and to determine what position it became their 
to assume in reference to those measures. 
ter having received the report of the secretary as to the 
and opinions of the Incorporated Law Society, as well as 
the various provincial law societies with which he had been 
in correspondence on the subject; and having also heard his 
‘ecount of the proceedings at a meeting of deputations from 
tertain other provincial iw societies, which was then sitting; 
the Committee proceeded to discuss the principle of the Bills 
. great length, and ultimately came to the following resolu- 
“That in view of the opposite opinions held by different 





members of their body upon the subject of a Registry of Titles, 
the Committee are of opinion that the association, as such, 
cannot either support or oppose the principle of the Bills intro- 

duced by the Solicitor-General; but, at the same time, the 
Committee are of opinion that there are many defects in the 

Bills which ought to be opposed. 

“ That the Committee are of opinion that, if any system of 
registration of title be adopted, it ought not to be exclusively 
metropolitan, but that the principle of local registries should 
be supported.” 


We understand that the London merchants have 
joined forces with the Chambers of Commerce in support 
of Lord John Russell's Bankruptcy Bili. A meeting 
is to be held at the London Tavern, on Tuesday next, 
over which Mr. Crawford, the member for the City, is 
to preside, for the purpose of ing resolutions and 
preparing a petition favourable to the measure. Such 
a@ movement will probably ensure the success of the 
Bill, which has gained in public estimation since its in- 
troduction, and now seems to command much more 
+ a than the Debtor and Creditor Bill of the 

ord Chancellor. The latter, however, has the advan- 
tage of having actually passed the ordeal of one House, 
and of coming down to the Commons with one half of 
its legislative journey accomplished. 

We continue this week the able articles on Bankrupt 
Law Reform, which have been communicated to us by a 
solicitor, eminently qualified to write on the subject. 

Another Lunacy Bill has been added to the number 
already before the House, and which are now occupying 
the attention of a select committee; the Solicitor- 
General, on Thursday night, having obtained leave to 
bring in a Bill for the amendment of the law relating to 
inquisitions of lunacy. 

Lord Chelmsford wishes to almost abolish grand 
juries within the district of the Central Criminal 
Court, grounding the measure on the efficiency of the 
metropolitan police magistrates, and the consequent in- 
utility of a second investigation prior to the trial, as well 
as on the hardship and inconvenience entailed on indi- 
viduals by the present law. There can be no doubt 
that the grand jury system in London is simply a 
nuisance. It effects no good, and often does harm, by 
deterring prosecutors from a court in which they suffer 
so much loss of time and temper. In the country much 
may be said for grand juries. They bring the country gen- 
tlemen together to meet the judges, and tend to popularize 
law, and diffuse a knowledge of the principles on which 
justice is administered. They occasionally protect an 
Innocent accused from unjust persecution. But in the 
metropolis, civilisation has outgrown such a system; 
a grand jury in London, viewed in its best aspect, is a 
solemn farce, and in many respects it is cumbersome and 
oppressive to a degree which calls for instant remedy. 


Mr. Commissioner Fane seems to imagine, like James 
the Second, that he is possessed of a dispensing power, 
and may set aside any provision of the law which is 
contrary to his private pleasure. The other day a bank- 
rupt, of the name of Chasseaud—who was formerly 
Paymaster to the Italian Contingent, then nominally a 
merchant, but really a ewhudller, Bering on money raised 
by false representations, filling a large house’ with fur- 
niture that was never paid for, indulging in reckless 
extravagance, and, finally, gambling in Consols— 
applied to the Commissioner for a certificate. Messrs. 
Linklater and Lawrance pointed out that, under the 
201st section of the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, the 
grant of a certificate to a trader who has been guilty of 
gambling in the funds, is positively prohibited ; and they 
very reasonably asked the Commissioner to obey the law, 
and to refuse the certificate, To this request, probably 
because it was unanswerable in its nature, he Com- 
missioner refused to accede, remarking, in his usual 
pettish way, that he disliked the 201st section so much, 
that perhaps he failed to understand it rightly. The 
settion ie-plein to the most ordinary apprehension, and 
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there is no doubt that Commissioner Fane has violated 
the law. Such proceedings can only end in bringing 


the Court of Bankruptcy into utter contempt, and we 
earnestly trust that the attention of the Lord Chan- 
cellor will be directed to this breach of duty, and that 
he will call the Commissioner to account. 


ys. 
> 


BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 





iY. 

There is no subject connected with the amendment of 
the law of bankruptcy upon which greater diversity of 
opinion prevails than the question as to the court to 
which the jurisdiction in country eases should be given 
J any new Act. On the one side, it is contended that 

e existing district courts should be maintained as at 
present; whilst, on the other, the entire abolition of 
such courts, and a transfer of their jurisdiction to the 
county courts, is advocated; and in addition to these 
propositions, which may be considered to represent the 
extreme views on either side, a variety of schemes has 
been proposed. With very few a however, all 
parties admit the advantages of having bankrupts’ 
estates administered where the majority of the creditors 
can attend the court with the least inconvenience, both 
on account of the saving of travelling expenses, the in- 
creased vigilance of creditors, and the facilities for ob- 
a evidence ; but a further question arises as to the 

ode by which this localisation can be best attained, 
and whether the residence of the debtor affords any safe 
criterion in fixing the place of administration. 

The want of greater localisation is not a new griev- 
ance, as we find, that, with the view of securing it, a 
Bill was introduced by Lord Brougham in 1852, by 
which it was intended to provide for the transfer of the 
jurisdiction in country cases to the county courts, and 
the observations in support (which may be obtained at 
the Parliamentary Paper Office) contain a full and able 
statement of the disadvantages of the present large dic- 
tricts. It is therefore unnecessary to dwell at any 
length upon this point, but if any further evidence were 
required, it is afforded in a negative form by the recent 
yar 9 of English bankrupts to pass through the 
Scotch courts, the numerous instances of “ pilgrimages 
to Canterbury ” by London insolvents, and the frequent 
occurrence in the country of cases, where petitions to 
the county courts under the Protection Acts are dis- 
missed, and the insolvents subsequently obtain their 
discharges from the county gaols without difficulty, 
where they are situate at a distance from the residence 
of the creditors. 

Before stating the various propositions which have 
been made, and in order to give an idea of the com- 
parative extent of the Samreenay Seine and county 
court circuits, we may mention, that whilst there are in 
the country only seven bankruptcy districts, the county 
court circuits (in addition to the metropolitan courts) 

number fifty, courts being held at several places within 
each circuit; and, after making an allowance for the 
London bankruptcy district, which extends a consider- 
able distance into the country, there are on the average 
about five county court circuits within each bankruptcy 
district. These particulars will assist us in forming an 
opinion upon the various schemes which have been pro-" 
Se ate and which may be conveniently stated in the 
ollowing propositions :— 

1. That the existing district courts should be continued as 
at present, debtors owing less than £300 being permitted, or 
rather required, to file their own petitions for adjudication in 
the county courts where they reside. 

2. That the district court should be retained, the Commis- 
sioners going circuit to all towns having 20,000 inhabitants. 

3. the district courts should be continued, the county 


courts having concurrent jurisdiction in cases where the debts 
do not exceed £1000. 
4. That the district courts should continue to have exclusive 


ceedings into the most convenient county court, provision being 
also made for debtors to petition either the bankruptey @ 
county court for an arrangement under judicial superintendengg, 
5. That the district courts should be entirely abolished, and 
the jurisdiction transferred to the county courts sitting in such 


Council; the twelve country bankruptey commissioners, and 
their registrars, being appointed judges and registrars of county 
courts, at their present salaries, and attached to the twelye 
county courts having the largest number of plaints. 


The first ition is contained in the 49th and Sig 
sections of the Government Bill, and does not make 
material alteration in the present law, as the 
courts at present jurisdiction under the 
vency Acts, where the debts do not exceed £300; there 
is no attempt to provide further localisation in other 
cases ; and the only remark it is necessary to make upo 
these clauses is, that, if the county courts are to 
have jurisdiction to a limited amount of debts, it should 


be open to the creditors to obtain an adjudication o 


satisfying the Court that the case comes within its 
jurisdiction. The provision is made for the Ye of 
saving expense in small cases, and it is only fair that the 


debtor and creditor should be placed upon an equal 
footing. 
The objection to the second provision is, that it would 
be impossible for the commissioners to go circuit within 
any reasonable time ; and if they could do so, the ex. 
pense, whether the staff of the Court were stationaryin 
the various towns, or ambulatory with the judges, would 
phe third: admitsfthe? for greater 
The third proposition the7necessity for 
localisation, at its adoption would have c tender 
sacrifice rather than secure it. It will be found in prae- 
tice that in cases of insolvencies, where the debts ate 
from £300 to £1000, the creditors generally reside at a 
greater distance from the debtor than where the amount 
of debts is larger. This class consists chiefly of retail 
dealers, such as linendrapers, grocers, ironmon &e., 
and their principal creditors are the wholesale houses in 
London, and the large towns which have bankruptcy 
courts at present ; so that their convenience is met by 
the awe law. On the other hand, in more im 
bankruptcies, such as bankers, merchants, and larg 
manufacturers in any of the staple trades, the creditor 

nerally reside in the immediate neighbourhood of the 

pt, and no further localisation can be providel 

for these cases, except either by giving the county courts 
concurrent jurisdiction, or allowing power to remove 
the proceedings into a county court, when the conve 
nience of a majority of the creditors requires it. 

The fourth proposition is contained in Lord Jolt 
Russell’s Bill, and though we do not altogether a 


it, we consider it a very fair compromise ; and it po 
sesses this great advantage, that if the e: : should 
fail, it will work its own cure. It is that the 


convenience of the creditors, and not of the debtor, 
should be consulted ; and there need be no app: 
that the sympathies of the county court j will be 
more with the creditor class than with the debtors. If 
therefore, it should be found that the county courts d 
not satisfactorily administer the estates transferred to 
them, creditors will cease to remove them from the 
bankruptcy courts, and no harm will be done. is 
The advocates of the fifth ition rel 
satisfactory administration 0: on igen. te 
sheriffs’ courts in Scotland, and they contend that, # 
this ground alone, the Legislature may safely venture # 
abolish the district courts of tcy. We con 
that we are to attach considerable weight # 
this argument, but we thjnk that the difference in 
number and extent of the English and Scotch cousl 
court circuits, and in the amount of business in thet, 
should rye 3 some, OAS entire reliance upon th 
supposed ; tho we are quite prepared 
admit that the judges of t : 





jurisdiction to adjudieate, a majority in value of the creditors 
tnieg aupeuttel, 


at their first meeting, to remove the pro- 


udges of the county courts are, in poitt 
of ability, fit to be entrusted with the jurisdiction; a 


places, within their circuits, as may be fixed by Order in - 
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that if the County Courts Act had been passed before 
the district courts were established, such ments 


have been made as would have rendered the 
creation of the latter unnecessary. 
After considering these various A serimagie we think 


the best arrangement as to the j ction would be, to 
restrict the exclusive jurisdiction of the present district 
courts to the county court circuits in which they are 
situate, and to give concurrent jurisdiction in all other 
cases to the county courts in other circuits within such 
istricts. This plan would ew the same advan 
which distinguishes Lord John Russell’s Bill, and would 
set itself right if the county courts were found inefficient ; 
and it would not increase the business of the county 
courts in the twelve large towns, in which the district 
courts are held. Its adoption would, in many cases, 
save the expense of travelling a considerable distance to 
attend adjudication and first meeting, and, practically, 
the effect would be, that petitions for adjudication would 
be presented to the county courts in all cases where, 
Lord John Russell’s Bill, the proceedings would 
be removed at the first meeting of creditors ; and we do 
not think that the county court judges are less qualified 
to adjudicate than to determine questions arising sub- 
sequent to adjudication. We throw out this as a sug- 
 s to those who have the conduct of Lord John 
ussell’s Bill, but we do not wish to urge its adoption, 
at the risk of creating a difference of opinion among the 
supporters of the measure, as we consider that the pro- 
yisions of the Bill, as introduced, would effect a con- 
siderable improvement upon the present system. 


vw 





THE JOINT STOCK COMPANIES BILL. 

The Lord Chancellor's Trading Companies Winding- 
up Bill was read a second time on Tuesday evening. tt 
is singular that a measure of such dimensions, and deal- 
ing with so large and complicated a subject, should have 
excited so little attention, either in Parliament or out- 
side it. The Bill, although purporting in its title to 
relate to the winding-up of trading companies merely, 
is, in fact, an attempt to consolidate the whole mass of 
statute law affecting trading éompanies—bringing within 
the operation of the same statute companies of limited 
and those of unlimited liability, and also scientific and 
charitable associations. The Bill contains 214 clauses, 
and appears to be by the same hand that drew the Acts 

ing to joint stock companies of 1856, 1857, and 
1858. Its name is certainly calculated to mislead, not 
only as to its objects, but also as to its subject-matter, 
for its provisions are by no means confined to winding 
& ey extend to the constitution and incorporation, 
he distribution of capital and registration of shares, and 
generally to the management and administration of all 
‘tompanies and associations within its purview. For the 
most part, the Bill is a consolidation of the statutes 
20 Vict. c. 47, 20 Vict. c. 49, 21 Vict. c. 14, 22 Vict. c. 60. 
It contains, however, some clauses of a novel character, 
Which will require careful consideration when the Bill 
comes before the House of Commons, for it appears to 
have received very little, if any at all, in the House of 


Sect. 4 provides that any seven or more persons asso- 
Gated for any lawful purpose may form an incorporated 
company, with or without limited liability. 

Sect. 18 enables the Board of Trade in case of any 
wsociation formed for the purpose of promoting arts, 
silence, religion, charity, or for any other purpose than 
that of gain, by license, to direct that such company 


be reo Nag as a limited company, without the 
addition of the word limited to its name. 


70 provides that “the personal representative of 
member who has received any dividend or 

in respect of shares, or other interest of the de- 

. member in the company, shall be for the purpose 
Contribution ” a member. The ing is, no doubt, 
tender liable the personal repecsentadire, where he 





himself, and not where the deceased member, has received 
—_— If so, it ought to be so expressed in the 
et. ‘ 

Sect. 71 proposes that a person not a member of a 
a company may, by participation of the profits or other- 
wise, me constructively a member ; which yee to 
us to open the way to all the difficulties which recent 
legislation has been trying to abolish by Limited Liability 
Acts, and by the numerous provisions in other statutes 
as to registration of shareholders. This section would 
give the principle of Waugh v. Carver a new and very 
unwholesome application, where it was never intended 
to apply—viz. to joint-stock companies. 

Sect. 88 says, that, in the event of winding up, the 
rights and habilities of members between themselves 
shall be determined in measures provided by law; the 
meaning of which, if the section is not quite superoga- 
tory, is beyond us. So far as this Bill, when passed into 
an Act, will not affect the relations of members, inter se ; 
the law, as a matter of course, will determine such rela- 
tions. So far as the provisions of the Act modified the 
present rights and liabilities of members, it would pre- 
vent the operation of existing law. Is it intended t 
notwithstanding the hun sections of the Bill, which 
affect the rights and liabilities of members, that such 
provisions are to have no effect so far as they interfere 
with the law as it stood before the consolidated Acts, 
or the present consolidating Act? 

Sect. 164 provides that arbitrations under the Act 
shall be conducted in manner directed by the Railway 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. 

Sect. 165 prescribes the rules for regulating proveed- 
ings in winding up; while sect. 166 enables Lord 
Chancellor, as often as circumstances require, to annul. 
or modify these rules, or to make new ones—which is 
the first instance that we are aware of in which power 
has been given to any one to repeal or alter an Act of 
Parliament at his discretion. 

We have seen no provision in the Bill for remedying 
what is at present a hardship upon many shareliblbers 
The companies’ Acts of recent years give, and this con- 
solidating Bill proposes to continue, to cértain majorities 
of shareholders, great power, by means of resolutions, 
in the dissolution and winding up of companies. How- 
ever imprudent or unjust such resolutions may be, the 
majority can proceed to carry them out at the expense 
of the joint stock, thus coercing the minority by means 
of their own money, while the latter can only resist at a 
further cost of their own pockets. In a winding up, a 
certain minority should be at liberty, with the permission 
of the judge, to elect a representative to appear and 
support their views at the expense of the estate. 

We have hardly had time to examine the manner 
in which the work of consolidation is effected in the 
Bill now before us, and only hope that it may prove 
the last of the series of companies’ bills for some time. 
It is certainly a very unpromising feature in modern 
legislation that session after session, for several years, 
a general bill, dealing with comprehensive questions 
of joint stock companies’ law, should have been requi- 
site; and that, after all, a bill to consolidate them is 
sO soon necessary. 2 


» 
> 


UNANIMITY OF JURIES. 

The rule of English law, which requires unanimity 
in the verdict of juries, has been unquesti for the 
last five hundred years; although its policy has of late 
been challenged by many distinguished jurists. Mr. 
Hallam considers it a relic of barbarism; and the 
Common Law Commissioners of 1831 are almost as 
severe in their condemnation of it. Mr. F dis- 
approves of it in civil, but favours it in criminal cases; 
just the reverse of the practice in Scotland. On the 
other hand, the Common Law Commissioners of 1853 
support the principle of unanimity, and recommend the 
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discharge of the jury after twelve hours, if they cannot 
agree, unless they should desire further time. 

Mr. William Best and Mr. Rochfort Clarke, also, 
desire to hand down the privilege of trial by jury intact 
to posterity. A paper read by the former gentleman, 
four years ago, before the Juridical Society, contains a 
very able review of all the arguments on both sides of 
the question; while the phlet just published by 
Mr. Clarke, in the shape of a letter to Lord Derby, puts 
some of those commonly used in a familiar but siriking 
manner. 

We are indebted to Lord Campbell's Bill before 
the House of Lords for the prominence which the 
question now enjoys. The Bill proposes, in accord- 
ance with a recommendation of the Common Law 
Commissioners of 1853, that in civil cases the jury 
may be furnished with fitting accommodation and re- 
freshment ; and if unable to agree unanimously upon 
a verdict, they are not to be kept in deliberation 
for a gee of more than six hours, unless they unani- 
mously desire further time; and if, upon the expiration 
of such period of six hours, or of the further time, but 
nine or more of the jury agree, their verdict shall be taken. 
We are not disposed to regard the proposed measure 
with favour, as we think the evil complained of would 
be remedied at too great an expense by the sacrifice of 
so valuable a principle as the one in question. A rule 
of law which has been in daily operation tor five cen- 
turies, and which has very rarely been found to occasion 
injury, should not be hastily repealed or infringed. We 
shall be glad to have the opinions of some of our 
readers who have turned their attention to the subject ; 
for, after all, the question ought to be decided by consi- 
derations of convenience, and not upon any purely 
speculative grounds. 


- 
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The Courts, Appointments, Vacancies, &e. 





, COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. KinpErRsLey.) 
Lawrence v. Campbell.—Monday, March 7. 

This was an adjourned summons on the question whether a 
number of letters which had passed between the defendant, a 
Scotchman, resident in Jura, and Messrs. Robertson and Simp- 
son, his solicitors, practising in London, but also solicitors of 
the Scotch courts and practising in Scotland, were entitled to 
the same professional privilege as in the case of English solicitors 
and English clients, The plaintiff obtained the usual order to 
produce documents, and the defendants, Robertson and Simpson, 
stating by their affidavit that they were Scotch solicitors, and 
employed by Mr. Ranken, the defendant Cumpbell’s solicitor, 
in Edinburgh, claimed professional privilege as to the letters in 
dispute. 

For the plaintiff it was argued that Messrs. Robertson and 
Simpson must be regarded as ordinary agents, and as having 
no other status in this country. That the letters contained the 
res geste, and would not be privileged in Scotland, and did not 
relate to any matters which could not have been transacted by 
an ordinary agent. 

For the defendants it was argued that they were solicitors in 
London, where their status was fully recognised. The effect of 
holding that the professional privilege did not extend to Scotch 
solicitors in London would be to put an end to their business in 
this country. 

The Vice-CHancettor said, he had no doubt on the 
Se a If these gentlemen had been English solicitors, no 

oubt they would have been protected, and their statement 
must be taken to be true that the letters in question were 
confidential communications between them and Campbell, and 
that they took place in their capacity of Scotch law agents. 
The case was new in specie, but the cases had established a 
principle which enabled and required this Court to act. The 
rule was, that the exigencies of mankind required that in 
matters of business which might lead to litigation a party 
should be entitled to communicate freely with his professional 
advisers, and that such communications should be confidential 
and secret, and that no one should require either the client or 
the” professional advisers to disclose them. In the case of 
an English solicitor, whatever difference of opinion might have 





formerly existed, it was not now necessary that the communicg. ’ 


‘ 


tions to be privileged or protected should pass, either during oy ° 


relating to the actual litigation, or even one that was expected; 


it was sufficient that it was confidential between the attorney 


and his client in that capacity. This rule was generally con. 


fined to barristers or solicitors—a wholesome limitation, subject, 


however, to exceptions. Suppose a solicitor in Edinburgh 
happened to cross the border, and was caught in England, and 
a bill was filed which required communications with a Scotch. 
man in Scotland to be produced, the finding him in this country 
would never prevent the Court of this country giving him pro- 
tection. Did it make any difference if a Scotch solicitor was 
resident in England, as many were? Was a Scotchman in this 
country bound to consult an English solicitor, or an English. 
man a Scotch, if in Edinburgh? The same principle must be 
applied in both as would justify either to employ his own 
countryman. The Court could only apply the English prin. 
ciple of protection, and the only question was, whether that 
principle applied to a Scotch solicitor resident in England. It 
appeared to his Honour that it did, and that these documents 
ought to be protected. As this was a new case, the costs must 
be costs in the cause. 


ROLLS COURT. 
(Before Sir J. RomInyY.) 
Swinfen v. Swinfen—March 5. 


This case, which has been so frequently before the public, 
came again before his Honour the Master of the Rolls, on a 
question of costs. 

After the second trial, which took place on the ground that 
the present Lord Chelmsford and Sir Alexander Cockburn had 
no power to have arranged, and that Mrs. Swinfen was not 
bound by such arrangement; Captain Swinfen having filed a 
bill to enforce its performance, the verdict being in favour of 
the will and adverse to Captain Swinfen, an application was 
made for a new trial, which was refused; and on the final hear- 
ing of the cause, the plaintiff’s bill was dismissed generally, 
with costs. 

The question now involved was, whether the plaintiff, the 
heir-at-law, should’ be compelled to pay to the defendant the 
costs of so much of the bill as related to the real estate. 

After hearing counsel on both sides, 

The Master of the Rots said, that, under all the circum- 
stances of this remarkable and peculiar case, although he had 
felt bound to dismiss the plaintiff’s bill, he thought the heir-at- 
law ought not to be compelled to pay the defendant the costs of 
so much of the bill as related to the real estate. 

Order accordingly. 


COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 
Dickens v. Dickens. —Mar. 9. 

Tn this case a rule had been obtained to review the registrar's 
taxation of the petitioner’s costs. The petition was presented 
by a wife for a judicial separation, on the ground of her hus- 
band’s adultery. ‘Two questions were raised with regard to the 
taxation—whether the registrar was right in disallowing, first, 
a number of items of expense incurred preliminary to the pre- 
sentation of the petition; and, secondly, the expense of various 
attendances upon the petitioner’s father. 

Sir C. CRESSWELL having taken time for consideration, this 
morning said, the registrar had followed the rule of the old 
Court in both points, and he thought he was quite right in dis- 
allowing both classes of items. The rule would therefore be 
discharged. 

MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 
(Before Mr. Pasuuey, Q.C., Assistant-Judge.)—Mar. 9. 


Mr. Ribton made an application to the Court on behalf of 
Mr. Ambrose Haynes, an attorney. The learned counsel said, 
Mr. Haynes had been in the profession over twenty years, 

a considerable practice, a portion of which was before one of 
the hon. magistrates now on the bench, to whom he was well 
known, and, of course, as a professional man, any im 

upon his character was a matter of no little importance. 

It appeared that on Monday last indictments were preferred 
against some persons named Bennett before the grand jury of 
this Court, for conspiring to obtain money by false pretences, 
they being, it was alleged, quack doctors, and Mr. Haynes, to 
his utter astonishment, found by the newspapers, on Tuesday, 
that an indictment had also been preferred against him, and 
found with the others. ‘ 

The Assistant-JupGE wished to know what was the object 
of the learned counsel in applying to the Court? 

Ribton said, it was a matter of the last importance 
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-to Mr. Haynes, and he had to move that he should be per- 
mitted to put in bail at once. Mr. Haynes was present in 


court, and prepared with bail to any amount. He had been 
in his ‘professional capacity as an attorney for some 
of these persons, who it seemed had now disappeared, but 


what he was charged with Mr. Haynes was utterly at a loss 


toknow. As this was likely to do Mr. Haynes incalculable 
injury, it was only in common justice that at the earliest 
ible moment his refutation of any connexion with the 
etts beyond that of an attorney in his ordinary practice 
should go forth; and this was another proof of the want of some 
such Bill as that lately introduced by Lord Campbell, to 
t these cruel and vexatious indictments being preferred 
against respectable persons, without their knowing what they 
were charged with. The name of Thomas Stowell, the com- 
mon informer, was on the back of the Bills, a fact which of 
itself was an insight of the motive which had induced him to 
er an indictment against Mr. Hay nes, who was never aware, 
the least degree, that it was imputed to him that he was 
connected with the Bennetts, whatever their proceedings might 
have been, until it appeared publicly that he had been indicted 
with them. 

The ASSISTANT-JUDGE said, he should not grant a bench 
warrant upon this indictment before notice had been given to 
Mr. Haynes, and he had been heard. ‘The Court would then 
decide whether a bench warrant should issue, and then Mr. 
Haynes could put in bail; at present he was not in the slightest 

It was not usual to issue bench warrants during the 
ordinary business of the session, except under special and ex- 
traordinary circumstances. 

Mr. Ribton—This being clearly nothing but a vexatious pro- 
ceeding against Mr. Haynes, Stowell might come in just at the 
close of the sessions and get the warrant, or he might go to a 
judge at chambers and get one. 

The AssisTaANT-JUDGE said, if the application were made 
he-should direct notice to be given, and would then decide upon 
hearing both sides; for the rule of the Court was, that no per- 
son indicted as Mr. Haynes had been should run the risk of 
being taken and kept in custody for one single hour unneces- 
sarily; and as to a judge at chambers granting a warrant 
under such circumstances, it was not difficult to give credit 
for more discretion prevailing there. 

Mr. Ribton said, Mr. Haynes had come here the moment he 
heard of the charge, prepared with his bail, and ready to meet 
the charge and to vindicate himself from the imputation. 

The AssistaNt-JUDGE.—Mr. Haynes is not in the least 

ible jeopardy or peril of being taken on a warrant. If one 
is applied for he will have ample notice. One will not go out 
without that course being taken, and a full inquiry instituted. 
At present, therefore, there is no occasion for bail, and, as it is 
said he does not know the charge preferred against him, let 
him have a copy of the indictment. 

Mr. Ribton said, his client was much obliged to his Lord- 

ip, and perfectly satisfied with his decision. Mr. Haynes 

been concerned in some law proceedings, as attorney for 
John Gibson Bennett, and that was the only way in which he 
had been connected with any of the parties. 


OXFORD CIRCUIT.—Worcester. 


PRACTICE AT THE AssizEs.—Mar. 7. 

Mr. Skinner, Q.C., applied to the learned Judge for leave to 
enter the record in the case of Cook v. Price. 

It was a cross action, and the case of Price v. Cook had been 
duly entered. The attorney in the former action (Cook v. 
Price) had been in Worcester all day on the commission day; 
but, as the learned Baron did not arrive till late ia the evening, 
the attorney had left the town without entering the record. 

Mr, Huddleston, Q.C., opposed the application. 

Mr. Baron CHANNELL said that, under ordinary circum- 
stances, if the plaintiff did not enter the record before the 
sitting of the Court, the defendant's attorney was not bound 
to wait, but might enter a ne recipiatur with the officer of 
the Court, and “leave the assize town. When that was done, 
probably no judge would allow the plaintiff to enter the re- 
cord after the usual time. But in the present case the defend- 
ant had not taken the proper means, by entering a ne recipiatur, 
to prevent the plaintiff from applying to the discretion of the 
Judge; and as it was a cross action, and the parties were all in 
the town, he should certainly grant the application for leave to 
enter the record.—Application granted. 


MIDLAND CIRCUIT.—Norrincuam.—¥Mar. 10. 
Thomas Beardsall, an attorney, was charged with having 





forged an order or warrant for the payment of money at East 
Retford, with a count for uttering the same. 

The prisoner, nephew to the prosecutor, was employed 
as his attorney. ‘The prosecutor had given the pri 
blank cheques to be filled up with the amounts due to several 
creditors of one Smith, who had made an assignment to the 
prosecutor, for the benefit of his creditors, of 5s. in the pound. 
The winding up of Smith’s affairs was completed, and several 
signed blank cheques were left in the prisoner’s hands, and the 
forgery imputed was, the filling up of one of these cheques for 
£120, payable to himself, without any authority from the pro- 
secutor. During the cross-examination of the prosecutor the 
prisoner manifested great anxiety to go into an inquiry as to 
family matters, respecting the relevancy of which his counsel 
was not satisfied, who consequently retired from the conduct of 
his case. Many irrelevant questions were put by the prisoner 
himself, but he succeeded in eliciting from the prosecutor that 
no payment but the one mentioned had been made by the pro- 
secutor for law charges, and he did not deny having received an 
account and demand for £120 in a matter of “Hall's execu- 
tors” (the words “ Hall’s executors” appeared written in a 
corner of the cheque in question), and that shortly before the 
issue of the cheque prisoner had written the following letter, to 
which the prosecutor made no reply :— 

I shall be glad if you will let me have the whole or part of the amount. 
Let me hear from -you by return of post, or I will draw on you for the 
amount. It is time it was paid. I shall take your silence as an assent to 
my requirement unless I hear to the contrary.—Yours, &c. 

The learned JupGeE bade the prosecutor stand down at once’ 
and, under his direction, the jury returned a verdict of Not 
Guilty. 

NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Crviz Court. 
(Before Mr. Justice BYLEs.) 
Charlton v. Hindmarsh. 

This was a question whether a will was executed in accord- 
ance with the statute 1 Victc. 26. The issue being on tke 
defendant. 

Mr. Manisty, Q.C., stated his “case, which was the first 
sent down for trial by a jury on this circuit from the Court of 
Probate under the new Act. Joseph Hindmarsh, of Gosforth 
Colliery, made his will in December, 1857. He had one sister and 
several nephews and nieces. By the law a will must be made in 
the presence of two witnesses, The only question is, whether the 
two witnesses purporting to have attested this will subscribed 
it in accordance with the Act. A testator may sign when 
no witness is present, and may afterwards acknowledge it 
in the presence of two witnesses, or he may sign it in their 
presence. The two witnesses must be present at the same 
time, and must attest the will in the presence of the 
testator. Here before witnesses attested testator had made 
his will, in October, 1856, so far as committing it to writing 
and signing it. In December, 1857, he was in a bad state of 
health, and was attended by Dr. Wilson. On the 17th of 
December Dr. Wilson suggested that the will ‘should be 
attested. The document was then produced and acknow- 
ledged by testator, and witnessed by Dr. Wilson. On the 
same day Dr. White saw testator, when the document was 
again produced, when testator acknowledged the signature to 
be his handwriting in answer to a question from Dr. White, and 
in the presence of Wilson. Dr. White then affixed his name. 
After Dr White had signed Wilson took the document to a 
table at the window in the same room, and at Dr. White's sug- 
gestion filled in the dates, when he also retouched his own sig- 
nature, and put a cross on the letter F before the name Wilson. 
Wilson did this because he observed the omission and thought 
the signature was not complete without it. Wilson also acknow- 
ledged his signature by saying to Dr. White before he signed, 
“ Mine is there already.” 

Mr, Atherton, Q.C., for the plaintiff, contended that the sig- 
natures were not in accordance with the statute; that Wilson 
admitted he only crossed the F, and no question remained for 
the jury. 

Mr. Justice BYLEs.—Wilson’s intention was to make the 
signature complete; his opinion was that the signature was 
complete, and he thought the putting the date was equal to a 
repetition of the signature. 

Mr. Atherton contended that the facts which took place in 
the afternoon, which alone can be the signature, did not amount 
toa signature and attestation under the Act; running a dry 
pen over a name written before is not sufficient. 

Mr. Manisty.—The case is narrowed to subscription; it may 
be by mark or by initials; anything done will do, a mark, 
initials, or name; here there is a cross on the F, which is an 
act done, and that is sufficient. 
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Mr. Justice Byies.—Suppose he could not have written, his 
mark would have done; if a man make a line intending it to 
be his mark, that is sufficient. The mark here for the first time 
makes it a complete name. In my opinion, defendant is enti- 
tled te a verdict, and the document is a complete will. 

Verdict for the defendants. Plaintiff to have leave to move. 


Mr. Francis Smedley, the late High Bailiff of Westminster, 
was the third son of the Rev. Edward Smedley, and of Hannah, 
fourth daughter of George Bellas, Esq., of Willey, near Farn- 
ham. He was born on the 15th of September, 1791, and was 
educated at Westminster School. Mr. Smedley served his 
articles in the office of Mr. Spedding, and was admitted an 
attorney and solicitor in Hilary term, 1814. Having entered 
the office of Mills & Trower, in Ely-place, Mr. Smedley, on 
the death of Mr. Robert Trower, which happened shortly after, 
succeeded to the business, which he carried on in the above- 
mentioned place till Christmas, 1839, when he removed to Jer- 
myn-street. On the 30th of April, 1818, Mr. Smedley was 
appointed, with the sanction of the Dean and Chapter of West- 
minster, to the office of deputy high bailiff of Westminster, 
then vacant by the resignation of the late Mr. William Took; 
and in November, 1836, he was promoted by the Dean and 
Chapter to the high bailiffship. This position he continued to 
hold, until his death on the 25th of last month, at his residence 
in Regent’s-park. Mr. Smedley had retired from the profession 
since the close of the year 1855, having succeeded to a very 
considerable fortune, under the will of the late George Bellas 
Greenough, Esq. He has left a widow and one son, the author 
of “Frank Fairlegh,” and other works. Mr. Smedley was a 
director of the Equitable Reversionary Interest Society from 
the time of its establishment, and had been for many years a 
director of the Law Office Assurance Society, and the Law Fire 
Insurance Society. 

The Lords of the Treasury have appointed the Judge-Advo- 
cate (the Right Hon. Mr. Mowbray) and Mr. Robert Bayley 
Follett, to be the commissioners under the Probate Acts for 
deciding the claims for compensation made by clerical surro- 
gates. 

Town CLERK OF WESTMINSTER.—His Grace the Duke of 
Buccleugh, High Steward of Westminster, has appointed Mr. 
W. Trollope, solicitor, of Parliament-street, to the office of 
Town Clerk, vacant by the appointment of Mr. Robson to the 
office of Deputy High Steward. : 
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Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
(By Martin Ware, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 








Joist Stock Company—INpDIViDUAL LIABILITY OF SHARE- 
HOLDERS. 

Re The Atheneum Life Assurance Society, 7 W. R., L. J., 300. 
This case, some observations on which appeared in our 

Journal (ante, p. 183), shortly after it had been decided by 

Wood, V.C., has been recently heard on appeal by the Lords 

Justices, who have affirmed the decision of the Vice-Chan- 

cellor upon the same grounds as those taken by his Honour. 


Morrgace—Constavuctive SOLICITORSHIP—CONSTRUCTIVE 
Notice—Deposit oF TitLeE DEEpDs. 


Espin v. Pemberton, 7 W. R., L. C., 221. 


There were two points of importance considered in this case; 
one as to the notice which a client is supposed to have of facts 
known to his solicitor—the other as to the consequences of the 
negligence of a legal mortgagee in not obtaining possession of 
the title deeds. 

With respect to the first of these points, the question arose 
out of that anomalous position of things caused by a solicitor 
borrowing money on his own account from a stranger, and 
preparing and executing a mortgage to him without the inter- 
vention of another solicitor. In Hewitt v. Loosemore (9 Hare, 
440), where a similar transaction occurred, Turner, L. J., then 
Vice-Chancellor, held, that the mortgagor must be considered 
as acting as solicitor, not only for himself, but for the mortgagee. 
As against the solicitor, no doubt it would be right to hold him 
bound by all the responsibilities which the relation of solicitor 
implies, but one consequence of that relation would be, that the 
mortgagee would be affected with notice through the solicitor of 
all defects in the title which were known to him. In the present 
case there had been a previous equitable mortgage by deposit 
of title deeds, and Kindersley, V.C., before whom the suit was 


that though a constructive relation of solicitor and client 
existed, the additional ingredient of constructive notice could 
not be implied. (See the report, 7 W.R. 123.) The Lord 
Chancellor, however, on appeal, declined to take that view. He 
held that notice to a solicitor could hardly be called construe. 
tive notice to the client—because the law would not allow the 
presumption of notice to be rebutted. He thought it should 
rather be called imputed notice, and it appeared to him that, if 
the mortgagor in the present case was to be considered the 
solicitor of the mortgagee, it was impossible to stop short in 
applying the consequences of that relation, aud of imputing to 
the mortgagee knowledge of the previous incumbrances. Hig 
Lordship, however, refused to recognise the doctrine that in 
such a case the mortgagor stood in the relation of solicitor to 
the mortgagee at all, there being no evidence of consent on the 
part of the mortgagee that he should do so; and on that ground 
he held that the mortgagee was unaffected with notice. (See 
“ Fisher on Mortgages,” p. 310.) 

The second point decided was, that, inasmuch as the 
1 mortgagee had made inquiry of the mortgagor for 
the title deeds, and had been told that they were mis- 
laid (although in reality they were deposited with an 
equitable mortgagee) he was excused from the charge of 
negligence, and did not lose his priority over the holder of 
the deeds. On this point the Lord Chancellor said, “ It is said 
that this case is of great importance to the commercial world, 
and that the doctrine which it asserts will alarm bankers and 
others who have advanced their money upon the deposits of 
deeds, and that they will be rendered liable to have their secu- 
rities affected by secret assignments; but the only effect of such 
a doctrine, if it were new, would be to prevent persons obtaining 
advances of money with such facility upon the deposits of their 
deeds; and whether any great mischief would arise from a 
check being put upon equitable mortgages of this description, 
may be extremely questionable. The law, however, has been 
settled for a great number of years, at least from the time of 
Plumb v. Fluitt (2 Austr. 432), which is now sixty years ago; 
and it has not been found that it has rendered persons unwilling 
to advance money upon such securities.” (See Fisher on Mort- 
gages, p. 460; 1 Powell on Mortgages, p. 53.) 


ADMINISTRATION—MINOR—F OREIGN PROBATE. 


The Goods of the Duchess of Orleans, 7 W. R. 269. (Court of 
Probate.) 

A little point of conflict of law has arisen in this case in the 
Court of Probate. The Duchess of Orleans, at the time of her 
death, had a legal domicil in France, notwithstanding her com- 
pulsory residence out of that country under the decree of the 
French Republic of the 20th May, 1848. By the law of France 
a minor may administer to a will, and a motion was accordingly 
made before Sir C. Cresswell for a grant of letters of adminis- 
tration (with a copy of the will annexed) of the property of 
the Duchess in England to the Count of Paris (a minor), as- 
sisted by his curator, and to Queen Marie Amelie (the widow 
of the late King of the French) as the guardian of the Duke 
de Chartres, who is also a minor, for his use and benefit. But 
the judge was of opinion that the Court could not. follow the 
grant of the foreign country of domicil in cases where it con- 
travened the law of this country; and as a minor was under & 
disability in this country, he refused to t the letters of ad- 
ministration to the Count of Paris. It was, however, ulti- 
mately agreed that the Count of Paris should have 
Marie Amelie appointed as his guardian, and that the grant 
should be made to her as gnardian of the two minors, (Se 
1 Williams on Executors, p, 420.) 

Soticrrorn—Gross Sum IN LIEU OF CosTs—PRESSURE. 

Morgan v. Higgins, 7 W. R., V. C. S., 273. 

In this case, which well deserves the attention of solicitors, 
Stuart, V.C., considered the circumstances under which 4 
solicitor might safely accept a gross sum from his client in lieu 
of costs. In the present case, the client suffered under a painful 
disease, and lived in great seclusion, and the defendant (the 
solicitor) was his sole legal adviser, and managed his property 
and pecuniary affairs. Under these circumstances, the sdli- 
citor prepared a mortgage deed to himself, from his client, 
which was intended to secyge certain sums therein recit 
to be due, and, among others, certain costs due to him, “which 
were not then immediately ascertainable, but were agreed to be 
taken at £2,500.” ‘ 

The present suit was instituted, after the death of the client, 
by his representative, to set aside the mortgage so far as rela 
to these costs, and to take the accounts of the transactions 





heard in the first instance, avoided this injustice by holding 


between the solicitor and his client. The Vice-Chancellor, ia 
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& Jo. 509), in which Wood, V. C., had com- 
St. Leonards’ observations on this subject in 
v. Mansfield (1 Dru. & ‘W. 557). 

' The rule of the Court may be stated as follows:—In ordi- 
nary cases, between parties who do not stand in the relation of 
solicitor and client to one another, the Court will not open 
settled accounts merely on the proof of error in the accounts, 
but will only allow the complaining party to surcharge 
and falsify; unless pressure, or fraud, or such gross error as 
is evidence of fraud, can be shown, which would render it in- 
equitable that the account should have been settled at all—in 
which case the account will be opened. The same rule applies 
in cases between solicitor and client—with this qualification, 
that the mere existence of the relation of solicitor and client 
is itself sufficient evidence of pressure, unless it can be rebutted 
by showing that the client had the benefit of the intervention 
of a third party, or some other advantage, which put him on an 
equal footing with his attorney. 

There is, in fact, in all cases where the confidential relation of 
solicitor and client exists, a presumed imperfection of capacity 
on the part of the client to consent to an agreement of this 
nature. In the present case the Vice-Chancellor observed, 
“that the most obvious mode of curing this incapacity would 
have been to call in the assistance of one of the three persons, 
whom his client was in the habit of consulting, in order to 
secure himself against this imperfection, arising from the inca- 
pacity of his client to consent to the agreement.” As this had 
not been done, his Honour held “ that the defendant had failed 
to show that in the transaction in question his client was re- 
lieved from the inequality which the law presumed to exist, in 
consequence of the relation of solicitor and client.” He there- 
fore directed the account should be opened, and the costs taxed 
in the usual way. 


i judgment, referred particularly to the case of Blagrave v. 
se (2 Kay 
: on Lord 
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Notes on Recent Cases at Common Lab. 
(By James STEPHEN, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
* Lush's Common Law Practice,” §c., fc.) 


I. IN BANC. 
PRacTICE—INTERROGATORIES—17 & 18 Vict. c. 125. 
The Wolverhampton New Waterworks Company v. Hawksford, 
7 W. R., C. P., 244. 

This case throws light upon the system of “interrogatories” 
allowed to be put to the opposite party in an action before trial, 
under the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854—a subject re- 
specting which there are now a considerable number of decided 
points, but with regard to which fresh questions are continually 
arising. The proposition which the present case establishes, 
shortly put, is, that such interrogatories are evidence at the 
trial only quantum valeant. They cannot relieve the party 
by whom they are delivered, from proof which the law would 
otherwise throw upon him. For example, if (as in the present 
case) the defendant by this means be examined before the trial 
a8 to the contents of a decument, it is either made an express 
condition in the order that the answers to the interrogatories 
ing such contents shall not be used at the trial, except 

tory evidence be given that the document itself cannot 
then be produced; or, if this be omitted in the rule or order, 
then (according to the intimation of Williams, J., in the present 
ease) such @ condition would be taken to be implied. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—FIXTURES. 
Lancaster v. Eve, 7 W. R., C. P., 260. 

A case upon the law of fixtures. It is the general rule that 
chattel affixed by A. in or to the freehold of B, becomes part 
of the soil, and that the property in such chattels consequently 
passesto B. As the legal maxim runs, “quicquid plantatur solo, 
le, however, like most others, is flexible, 
and may be qualified by the express or implied agreement of 

parties concerned. This was strongly put by the Court in 
the case of Wood v. Hewitt (8 Q. B. 913), which was an action 
for removing a species of sluice (called a mill fender), which, 
it was alleged, had become permanently affixed to the freehold, 
There Patteson, J., remarked, that he did not see why a chattel 
placed in the ground of another should not be removable, if it 
to have been so agreed between the parties at the time 
insertion; and that, therefore, the removability of chattels 
fixed in the soil was matter rather of evidence than of law— 
led, at least, the removal could take place without injury. 

the present case the Court held, that a pile of wood driven 
certain river soil belonging to the Crown, did not thereby 





necessarily become the property of the Crown, but belonged to 
those by whom it was planted, if it could be inferred that such 
was the intention ofthe parties concerned; and they thought 
that in the present case there was evidence sufficient to raisé a 
presumption that the pile had been annexed to the soil by 
virtue of an easement acquired from the Crown by the party 
annexing it, in order that he might the better enjoy the use of 
his wharf, which lay immediately behind, and to the full enjey- 
ment of which a pile in front was necessary. This case, as to 
the removability of fixtures by implied agreement, should be 
noticed in Amos & Ferand, on “ Fixtures” (2 ed.), p. 12, and 
also in Woodfall’s * Landlord and Tenant,” c. iv.s.9. It is an 
apt illustration of the maxim there cited with regard to con- 
tracts respecting fixtures, “ modus et conventio vincunt legem.” 
PRACTICE—Costs IN Error. 
Cooper v. Slade, 28 L. J.. QB. 82. | 

This well-known case is here noticed on account of a point 
of practice (viz. with regard to costs in error) which incidentally 
arose. At the original trial of the action, the jury found a 
verdict for the plaintiff on two of the counts of the declaration 
(being discharged as to the rest), and judgment was entered up 
for the penalties alleged in those two counts to have accrued to 
the plaintiff. The Court of Exchequer Chamber, on error 
brought after tender of a bill of exceptions to the ruling of the 
judge, reversed the judgment on both counts, on the ground 
that this was no evidence in support thereof, and awarded a 
veneré de novo, The case was then taken up to the House of 
Lords, who held that the plaintiff was entitled to judgment on 
one of the above counts, and that therefore the judgment of the 
Exchequer Chamber must be reversed, and the original ruling 
of the Queen’s Bench (outof which the process issued) affirmed, 
with respect to one count—the plaintiff entering a nolle pro- 
sequi as-to the other. Application was now made to the Queen's 
Bench for a rule requiring the Master to tax the plaintiff’s 
costs of the proceedings in error in the Exchequer Chamber; 
but Lord Campbell said, “If the judgment of the House of 
Lords had been a simple affirmance of the judgment in this court, 
the petitioner would have been entitled to the costs he asks; 
but he is not entitled under the present circumstances.” 


II, COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL, 
LARCENY OR EMBEZZLEMENT? 
Reg. v. Betis, 7 W. R., C. C. R., 239. 

The prisoner in this case was a miller’s foreman, whose duty 
it was to sell flour and to enter his receipts in a book, settled 
with his master once a-week. On one occasion, he received 
money from the buyer of some flour, and having given an irre- 
gular receipt, failed to enter the transaction, and appropriated 
the proceeds. Instead of being indicted for embezzling the 
money so received, he was charged and convicted with having 
stolen the flour; but the Court of Appeal held that this convie- 
tion could not be sustained, since the criminal act of the pri- 
soner was not the sale of the flour, but the appropriation of the 
proceeds. 


Factor’s Act—Mzanine or “ DiscLosure” To BANKRUPT 
COMMISSIONERS. 
Reg. v. Alfred Skeene & Archibald Freeman, 7 W. R., C. C. R., 
255. 

This is one of those unsatisfactory cases in which a criminal 
conviction has been affirmed in the teeth of the opinion of four 
of the fifteen judges. The defendants were indicted under 5 & 6 
Vict. c. 39, s. 6, with haying fraudulently transferred a bill 
of lading entrusted to them as brokers—that section containing 
@ proviso that no agent shall be convicted thereunder by any 
evidence previonsly disclosed by the party indicted, in exami 
tion before a bankrupt commissioner. The question turned 
upon the meaning of “disclosure”—whether it must necessarily 
be of some fact not before (to the knowledge of the party con- 
fessing) made known and judicially proved. For example, in the 
present case the “disclosure” in bankruptcy relied upon by the 
prisoners was to the same effect, and told no more than was be- 
fore proved against them by the sworn depositions of several 
witnesses, in certain examinations taken before a i 
on the prisoners’ first being charged with the offence for which 
they were afterwards indicted. It was held by the majority of the 
fifteen judges that this was not such a disclosure as was contem- 
plated by the framers of the Act, and the conviction was there- 
fore aflirmed. It may be collected from the judgments delivered 
that the majority were chiefly influenced by believing the 
statute of 5 & 6 Vict. c. 39, to have been with in- 
tention of punishing crime, and that it would defeat that inten- 
tion to hold that a disclosure of matter already known was 
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suffered to screen a guilty party; while, on the other hand, the 
minority considered the chief object of the Act to be in favour 
of parties aggrieved, that they might obtain the full effect of 
the evidence of delinquents in criminal remedies. And the 
Bribery statutes were adduced as showing that this was not an 
uncommon measure for the Legislature to have recourse to; 
for, in those Acts, protection is given to offenders against their 
provisions, on disclosing their criminal acts in evidence be- 
fore the commissioners of inquiry. And, again, in the Act for 
the Suppression of Gaming-houses (17 & 18 Vict. c. 38), 
though a person taken on suspicion may be compelled to give 
evidence, he becomes, if he makes a true and faithful discovery, 
entitled himself to immunity. 


> 





Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Mar. 4. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE presented a petition from merchants in 
the City of London, against the proposal in the Debtor and 
Creditor Bill to abolish imprisonment for debt. 

Lord BroucHam presented a petition from Protestant Dis- 
senters for the removal of all restrictions on Dissenters acting 
as trustees of endowed schools. The noble Lord said, the com- 
plaint of the petitioners was well founded, and whether the 
recent decision of the Court of Chancery was right or wrong, 
the matter required the immediate interposition of the Legis- 
lature. Also petitions for giving a right of appeal from the 
decisions of assistant-barristers in insolvent cases. 

He also gave notice to introduce a Bill to provide that whenever 
there is no exclusion of Dissenters, whether Catholic or Protes- 
tant, by express terms or by plain intendment, there shall be no 
exclusion either as to trustees or teachers or scholars, nor any 
regulation which can effect such exclusion. 


MarriaGeE Law AMENDMENT BILL. 


This Bill was brought up from the House of Commons and 
read a first time. 


Court FOR DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 

Lord BroucHam gave notice that he would on an early day 
call attention to the proceedings of this most important Court, 
and to the absolute necessity of aiding it in the performance of 
its duties. 

DEBTOR AND CREDITOR BILL. 

Their Lordships then went into committee on this Bill. 

Clauses up to 146 inclusive were agreed to. 

A new clause was inserted, providing that in any indictment 
or information for misdemeanour under the Act, it should be 
sufficient to set forth the substance of certain forms and docu- 
ments, without setting forth the documents themselves. 

The remaining clauses were then agreed to. 

The House then resumed, and the Bill was reported. 


Monday, Mar.7. 
EcciestasticaL Courts AnD ReaGisTries (IRELAND) BIL1, 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Tuesday, Mar. 8. 
TRIAL BY JuRY. 

Lord Truro was proceeding to call the attention of their 
Lordships to Lord Campbell's Bill for taking the verdict of a 
majority of a jury in civil cases, but was called to ordet by 

_ Earl Grey, who protested against the discussion of the prin- 
ciple of a Bill which was not on the business paper for the 
evening, and of which the author was not present. 

Manor Courts (IRELAND) BILL. 
This Bill was read a first time. 


TRADING COMPANIES WINDING-UP BILL. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR moved the second reading of this 
1 


Earl Grey expressed a hope that, on going into committee, 
the President of the Board of Trade would give some account 
of the working of the Limited Liability Act. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 


Thursday, Mar. 10. 
GRranp JuRIES IN THE METROPOLIS. 
The Lorp Cuancexor called attention to the question of 
presenting indictments for criminal charges to grand juries in 
the metropolis. There was no reason why any criminal charges 





should be preferred in secret,and, at least within the metropolitan 
police district, a preliminary inquiry before a magistrate should 
be required in all cases. He had accordingly prepared a Bil] 
which extended to all criminal charges within the metropolitan 
district. It was contrary to the spirit of our laws that cha 
should be made in secret, without the party accused having the 
means of knowing before his trial who were his accusers, who 
were the witnesses, and what was the distinct charge against 
him. If the first part of his Bill were accepted, then the next 
step was inevitable, for it would be monstrous to require that 
all criminal charges should be investigated before a magistrate, 
and that after he had decided there were grounds for a trial 
by a jury that there should be another preliminary inquiry 
by a grand jury. The police magistrates in London were a 
body of able, experienced gentlemen, who had received 
legal education, who had the accused parties before them, 
heard the evidence in open court, drew up written deposi. 
tions, which the witness signed, and then determined whether 
there were grounds for sending the accused party for trial. It 
would naturally be expected that there was nothing to prevent 
that trial taking place at the proper time, but before that could 
happen the case had to be filtered through a grand jury, com. 
posed of persons probably inexperienced in legal mat 
sitting in a private room, not having the accused before them; 
examining the witnesses separately, and sworn to secrecy them. 
selves upon all that passed within the jury-room. It was not 
to be wondered at that, under such an arrangement, many bills 
should be ignored, to the astonishment of the committing magis- 
trates, and of the parties themselves, because it afforded ample 
opportunities for tampering with the evidence. A witness 
might suppress or vary facts which he had sworn to before the 
magistrate; and there was no fear of an indictment for 
perjury, because the proceedings before the grand jury were 
secret. The late Clerk of the Arraigns at the Old Bailey used 
to call the grand jury the “hope of the London thief.” 
Grand juries themselves in the metropolitan police district 
were satisfied of their uselessness, and until recently were 
in the habit of “ presenting ” themselves as useless at the various 
sessions of the Central Criminal Court. Their own time, as 
well as that of a large body of witnesses, and of other persons, 
was, they said, unprofitably occupied; the investigation now 
afforded at the police courts appeared to afford ample security 
for the impartial administration of justice, and the duties of a 
grand jury might be safely dispensed with altogether. Mr. Stuart 
Wortley, late Recorder of London, and Lord Denman, were of 
the same opinion. But there were other evils attending grand 
juries within the limits of the metropolitan police district. At 
every session of the Central Criminal Court there were assem- 
bled a number of witnesses, prosecutors, the friends of the 
accused, and other parties, and it was calculated that, on an 
average, 1000 persons of both sexes, and of all ages, were col- 
lected there at each sitting. For those persons there was 
no accommodation whatever; they were uncertain when 
their cases were to be taken, and were obliged, therefore, 
to wait about from day to day; and a most demoralising effect 
was produced by the congregation of so many persons of per- 
haps indifferent character, while to respectable persons the in- 
convenience of attending was very considerable. The expense 
to the country was also enormous. He proposed, then, by the 
second clause of the Bill, that where a person had been com- 
mitted, or was bound over in recognisances to take his trial, 
within the metropolitan police district, there should be no ne- 
cessity for an indictment, but that an information should be 
prepared by the proper officer of the court, and that that infor- 
mation should have all the effect of an indictment found by 
the grand jury, and should be attended with all its consequences. 
The result of this arrangement would be, that solicitors would 
know exactly the position of the different cases in the list, and 
that all the parties concerned would know on what day to 
attend. Various attempts had been made to effect a change in 
the present system. In 1846, being then Attorney-General, 
he presented a report to the Home Office on the subject of 
criminal law generally, in which he recommended the abolition 
of grand juries within the metropolitan police district. In 1849 
a Bill was introduced by the Government of the day to effect 
the same object. ‘This Bill was referred to a select committee, 
before which was adduced the gtrongest possible evidence in 
favour of abolishing grand juries. The Bill, however, was 
dropped. In 1857 he had introduced a similar Bill, but owing 
to the press of public business he had been unable to p 

with it. In deference to the objections of some persons he 
had provided that whenever a magistrate had. dismissed a charge 
the party who preferred it, if he were dissatisfied, might £ 
before a grand jury, giving notice to the magistrate 
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aie days of his intention, and of the court to which he meant 


appeal. For this purpose it was proposed that the grand 


‘furies should assemble three times in the year at the Criminal 


and four times in the year at the Quarter Sessions. These 
visions would do away with all secret charges, would 
abolish the anomaly of a second inquiry after a full examination 
before @ magistrate, and at the same time would give an appeal 
to any persons who might be dissatisfied with the decision of 


the magistrate, 
The Earl of SHarressury said, that on one occasion when 
he had been obliged to prosecute a pickpocket, he had been 
dancing attendance at the Clerkenwell Sessions to give 
evidence before the d jury, and after all the operation of 
finding a true bill did not last five minutes. Had this hap- 
ed to any person engaged in business the inconvenience must 
i been very great. 

Lord CRANWorRTH expressed his concurrence in the general 
principles of the Bill. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE said, it was impossible to resist the 
cease made out by his noble and learned friend, but he should 
be exceedingly sorry if the Bill were made the ground for the 
total abolition of grand juries in the country. 

The Bill was read a first time, and ordered to be read a 
second time on Tuesday next. 


Occasional Forms oF PRAYER. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Manor Courts (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Mar. 4. 
Tue APPOINTMENT OF AN OFFICIAL ASSIGNEE IN DUBLIN. 

Mr. Beamish rose to ask the Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether it was the fact that the Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
had recently appointed Mr. Charles Henry James, an officer of 
the Ayrshire Rifles, one of the two official assignees of the 
Court of Bankruptcy and Insolvency in Ireland; and if so, 
whether the Attorney-General could inform the House what 
were the qualifications of Mr. James for this office, and what 

was the amount of the salary or emoluments? 
Mr. Wuiresipe said, he was glad that the hon. gentle- 
tnan had put this question, because it enabled him to explain 
the circumstances under which the Lord Chancellor of Ireland 


‘had made this, the only one of his ow to which the 


smallest exception had been taken. Mr. James was appointed 


because he was the fittest man to fill the vacant office; as was. 


fully explained in a letter which he (Mr. Whiteside) read from 
the Lord Chancellor. 
Reaistry or Lanpep Estates, &c. (Stamps, &c.) 

The House went into committee and passed certain resolu- 
tions relating to stamps on p ings in connection with the 
tegistry of landed estates and title to landed estates, on which 
to found a Bill. 

Manor Courts, &c. (IRELAND), BILx. 
The House having resumed, this Bill was advanced a stage. 


Evipence BY Commission Bi. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Court oF Propate, &c. 

On the motion of Lord JoHN Manners, leave was given to 
bring in a Bill to enable the Commissioners of Works to acquire 
a site for the purposes of her Majesty’s Court of Probate, and 
other courts and offices. 

Monday, Mar. 7. 
Reoistry or Lanpep Estates anp TrTue to LANDED 
Estates (Stamps, &c.) 

The report of amendments to this Bill was brought up and 
Teoeived. 
: REMISSION OF PENALTIES Bit. 
This Bill was read a second time, 


Petrrtons or Ricuts Bru. 
This Bill also was read a second time, 


Tuesday, Mar. 8. 
New Members. 
Mr. Guapsrone and Lord A, Hervey took the oaths and 
their seats for the University of Oxford aud the borough of 
Bury St. Edmunds respectively. 





Lanpep Estates Court (IRELAND). 

Mr. J. Fitzeeratp asked the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
whether it was the intention of Government to recommend the 
appointment of a third judge of the Landed Estates Court 
(Ireland), in the room of the Judge Martley, lately deceased, 
having regard to the return contained in Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 83, of the present session. 

Lord Naas.—No appointment has yet been made. The 
question is still under the consideration of the Government. 


Jomnt Stock ComPANIEs. 

Mr. Cox moved for leave to bring in a Bill to empower 
joint stock companies who were unable to register with limited 
liability, under the provisions of the Act 19 & 20 Vict. c. 47, 
to do so on or before the 31st day of December, 1859. His 
only object was to extend the time within which the registra. 
tion required by the above Act could be effected. 

The SoxniciTorR-GENERAL said, that the hon. member was 
evidently under a misapprehension, owing to the number of 
Acts which had to be consulted on this subject. All that the 
Act stated was, that if companies did not register under it 
before the last day of December they must not pay a dividend or 
exercise corporate rights. But there was nothing to prevent 
them from registering after the expiration of the year if they 
thought fit. If, however, there were really any doubt upon this 
point, the proper opportunity for setting it at rest would occur 
when the Bill for consolidating the whole law with regard to 
the constitution, regulation, and winding-up of joint stock 
companies, came down from the other House. 

Mr. Cox consented to withdraw his motion, avowing his in- 
tention to move the insertion of a clause in the Bill to which 
the Solicitor-General had alluded. 

The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 

ASCERTAINMENT OF THE Law. 

Mr. Duntop obtained leave to bring in a Bill to afford faci- 
lities for the more certain ascertainment of the law administered 
in ono part of her Majesty’s dominions when pleaded in the 
courts of another part thereof. 


MANSLAUGHTER BIEL. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Evipence Commission Bru. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Wednesdey, Mar. 9. 
New MEMBER. 


Mr. LyGon took the oaths and his seat upon his re-election 
for Tewkesbury. 

JuRIES (IRELAND) BILx. 

Mr. J. D. Firzapraup having moved the second reading of 
this Bill, 

Lord Naas said, that it was not his intention to oppose the 
second reading; but as the Government themselves proposed to 
introduce a Bill upon the same subject, which, as he under- 
stood, was almost identical in principle with the one before the 
House, perhaps the right hon. and learned gentleman would 
agree to fix the future stage for such a time the two Bills 
might be considered together. 

Mr. FiTzGERALD acquiesced in this proposition; and, after 
a few words from Colonel Frencu, the Bill was read a second 
time. 

MANSLAUGHTER BILL. 


This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Thursday, Mar. 10. 
New MEMBER. a 

The Earl of Marcx took the oaths upon his re-election for 
West Sussex, consequent upon his acceptance of the office of 
President of the Poor Law Board. 

Lunacy. 

The SoxicrroR-GENERAL gave notice that he would move 
for leave to bring in a Billto amend the law on commissions 
of lunacy. 


Petitions oF Rigut.—A Bill of Mr. Bovill, Sir R. Bethell, 
and Mr. Macaulay, amends the law relating to “ Petitions 
of Right,” as they are technically termed. It enacts that 
hereafter every such petition may be presented to the Queen in 
any one of her superior courts of common law or equity at West- 
minster, and there prosecuted in due course, supposing leave be 
given so to do by the Court. This will be done by endorsing 
on the petition (reasonable grounds having been set up) the 
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words, “Let right be done on behalf of her most gracious 
Majesty.” This being done by the judge, a copy of the petition 
will be served’ at the office of the Solicitor to the Treasury or 
the Secretary of State, praying for an answer, and fourteen 
days only will be allowed the Crown to answer, plead, or demur 
to such petition. On trial of the cause, the practice and course 
of .procedure in actions and suits between subject and subject 
will be followed as far as applicable—a judgment that the 
petitioner or “ suppliant” entitled to relief will have the force 
and effect of the old judgment of amoveas manus. The 
suppliant will be entitled to costs against the Crown and other 
parties to the proceeding. 

om ae — 


Communications, Correspondence, and 
xtracts. 


ACCOMMODATION FOR ATTORNEYS IN COURTS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxtcrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 


Srr,—Though an old member of the profession, it has so 
chanced that my vocation has not led me into the courts of 
law for many years. I had recently to superintend a case in- 
volving matters of considerable amount, and the handling of 
numerous papers. I was introduced into a small den, furnished 
with a very narrow seat, which I was informed was provided 
for the attorneys who were responsible for the conduct of the 
suits of their respective clients. The only possible place for 
laying out the various documents ready for handing on demand 
to counsel or the Court, was the dirty floor of this den. This 
floor being, in fact, a narrow passage, in constant use by the 
officers of the court in handing backwards and forwards books 
called for by the bar and the bench, and by other persons 
creeping backwards and forwards, so as not to interfere with 
the direct line of vision between the judges and the counsel. 

The existence of such a biped as an attorney seemed to be 
altogether ignored in the courts, though the engine which sets 
the whole machinery in motion. 

Surely the attorneys are, at least, entitled to a table whereon 
to lay their documents, and to take notes in the course of the 
proceedings without interruption. 

What are our great law associations about that such a scan- 
dalous state of things should have been allowed to exist to this 
day? 

It seems that Lord Campbell remarked the other day on the 
unseemly attitude of an attorney, standing with his back to the 
judge, and leaning over the first row in which the Queen’s 
Counsel sit. This rebuke was fortunately made to a gentle- 
man who had his wits about him; he explained that he was 
taking notes in the absence of his leading counsel; that as there 
was no table provided for the attorneys, he had no alternative; 
and that he was glad of the opportunity of noticing the fact to 
his Lordship. 

Lord Campbell said, he quite concurred in the justice of the 
complaint, and he supposed that if it were noticed in the usual 
manner something would be done to remedy it. 

I commend this to the notice of the law societies, metropolitan 
and proviacial. A SUBSCRIBER. 


THE LANDED ESTATES BILLS. 
To the Editor of ‘Tue Soxicitors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 


Srr,—Consolidation of statutes is almost universally ad- 
mitted to be desirable; yet the Solicitor-General’s proposed 
changes in the law relating to the transfer of real property are 
sought to be effected by two Bills. These two Bills are parts 
of one entire scheme; that for establishing registration of titles 
is wholly dependent on the other, while the latter confers but 
temporary benefits, except as continued by the former. 

The machinery proposed for working the Bills, as well as the 
inconsistency of one with the other, bear testimony, I submit, 
against their separation, and in fayour of carrying out the prin- 
ciple of consolidation. 

Two sets of offices and officers are to be created, so that when 
an applicant has become entitled to a declaration of title in 
one department, he will be handed over to another to obtain 
registration. It is to be feared that this course will entail un- 
necesary expense in carrying out the scheme, and will not tend 
to remove from Government offices the appellation of “ cir- 
cumlocution offices,” and it should be borne in mind that the 
work to be done under the Registration Bill will be regulated 
or entirely by the use made by landholders of the other 

ill. 

The following points are, I think, instances of the incon- 

sistency of one Bill with the other. 





Firstly, that the Bill for simplification of title is to eng 
that an applicant who satisfies the Court of his title, shal 
obtain therefrom a declaration of title or a conveyance, w 
the Registration Bill repeals that enactment if the applicant 
also desires registration, and points out another course. 

Secondly, the Bill for simplification of title is to enact that 
two or more persons making together the fee simple, can jointly 
obtain a declaration of title; and that for registration is to enact 
that every person entitled to a declaration of title may become 
a registered proprietor; but this latter Act only contemplates 
registered owners of the fee simple. How then are several 
owners making together the fee simple to be registered, and 
yet each to retain a separate power of disposing of his estate 
and interest? 

Thirdly (on the authority of the epitome of the Bills which 
has appeared in the Solicitors’ Journal), the “charges and in. 
terests ” which “shall not be deemed incumbrances,” differ in 
” two Bills; in one “quit rents” appear, in the other they 

o not. 

That it would be for the public good that landed property 
should be rendered more easily convertible into money can 
scarcely be denied; and it is not, I think, to be assumed that 
such a change would, of necessity, occasion loss to the profession 
—but the proposed scheme, as presented by the Bills under 
consideration, seems as yet too undeveloped to be looked upon 
with great favour. Several objections I will endeavour, shortly, 
to point out. Owners in fee simple only are to be benefited, 
and yet it is difficult to perceive why the owner of every vested 
legal interest in land, beyond a lease for a short term, should 
not be as easily registered as an owner in fee simple. The 
owner of a ground rent of £10 a-year will be able to take 
advantage of the Acts, while the lessee for 1000 years under 
him, whose interest may be worth many times the value of the 
ground rent, will be denied the benefit. On this head it may 
be suggested whether copyholds held in fee simple (according 
to the custom) are included in the proposed Bills or not. 

A metropolitan registry is to be established, whereby country 
solicitors will be put to difficulty and endangered with risk of 
mistake in transferring to their London agents local knowledge 
for identification of properties, for settling new descriptions, 
&c. The Bill for certifying titles acknowledges the necessity 
for local knowledge, and directs local inquiries. These will be 
quite as much required after the title is certified. Why not 
have local registries, and copies therefrom daily transmitted to 
London? Thus inconvenience and injury to country solicitors 
will be prevented, without prejudice to London practitioners, 
and duplicates of the country registries will be forthcoming in 
case of accident to the originals. 

The provisions as to the “transmission of land and mort- 
gages” appear likely to be productive of difficulties. Who is 
to be registered as owner when a testator carves out the fee 
simple into several legal estates, vested and contingent? Who, 
when a widow becomes entitled to dower ? What course is to be 
taken when a debt due on mortgage, and the securities for the 
same, are specifically devised? Will a husband surviving his 
wife have a disposing power over land previously regietell in 
their joint names? Will a registered proprietor, who obtained 
registration under a will, afterwards set aside, have a disposing 
power as against the rightful owner? Objections also arise as 
to the retention of deeds by the Court, and as to.the inaptness 
of the forms of transfer, both on sale and mortgage, to the 
various requirements of vendors, purchasers, lenders, and bor- 
rowefts; but as I have already trespassed much on your space, 
I will not do more than mention them, and subscribe myself, 
your obedient servant, B. A. RB. 

March 9, 1859. 

CERTIFICATE DUTY. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrtors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 

Str,—I have read the letter from Mr. Robert Wheeler in your 
last number, and quite agree with him, that the impending 
changes in our conveyancing system will be fraught with much 
injury to our branch of the profession, particula ty to compara- 
tively young practitioners, who do not rejoice in an extensive 
and established conveyancing business, I believe that even the 
older offices will suffer, and perhaps have the mortification of 
seeing many details of the new gystem worked out by “ agents” 
who are not certificated attorneys. Whilst admitting, to the 
fullest extent, the gloominess of the prospect to such as are 
about to enter the profession, [| cannot agree with your corre- 
spondent that even these would be benefited by the removal of 
the protection still afforded by the certificate duty. Some 
years ago the question was agitated, and this resulted in % 
trifling reduction of the certificate duty, attended by a lange 
reduction of the stamp duty on articles of clerkship. 
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- Seeing that professional emolument is on the decline, we 
rely had better abstain from adopting any course which 
might have a tendency, directly or indirectly, to reduce the 

of admission, and consequently to increase the number 
of attorneys. Iam persuaded it will seldom happen, if ever, 
that any one who would do honour to the profession will be 
kept back by inability to defray the present very moderate 
outlay necessary to obtain admission and the right to practise. 
The certificate duty is but light, and is certainly some protec- 
tion; let’ us not, therefore, agitate unwisely, lest we get some- 
thing not desired, and find, when it is too late, that the number 
of attorneys has become too large to allow them to exist upon 
the few crumbs yet remaining for their support. Rather let us 
strive, by integrity and ability, to secure the goodwill of the 
community, trusting that there will always be occupation for 
those who are deserving of confidence.— Your obedient servant, 

Derby, March 7, 1859. FREDERICK BAKER. 


TRADE PROTECTION SOCIETIES. 
To the Editor of Tux Soxicirors’ JournaL & REPORTER. 
,—I trust I shall not be considered trespassing too much 
on your valuable columns in asking a place in them for a few 
remarks upon a matter which affects a large number of my 
ional brethren as well as myself. 

You are aware of the existence of certain bodies called 
“Trade Protection Societies,” whose object is to obtain and lay 
before the subscribing members information likely to affect 
their interests, and to prevent their making bad debts; also, to 
assist them in recovering payment of debts. No doubt they 
are very useful in their way, and for the subscription of one 

each confer an equivalent on the subscribing members. 
person, or persons, too, who work the institutions, doubtless 
make a good thing of it, but at whose expense? I think I 
shall show, in the instance I shall refer to, that it is at the 
expense of the solicitors engaged as agents in the various towns, 
and who, it seems,.are expected to work for nothing, or next to 
nothing! And now to facts. 

I received in October last a printed letter from the “ Trade 
Protection Offices, Manchester,” signed “ Charles E. Stubbs,” 
stating, ““ we occasionally have matters entrusted to us by sub- 
scribers against persons residing in your district, and, therefore, 
require the services of an experienced solicitor, and beg to offer 
you the appointment.” It referred me to an enclosed prospectus, 
from which. I was to observe that, in regard to collection of 
accounts, I should “ only be entitled to charge six postage-stamps 
and the actual disbursements, in ¢ase I failed to recover my 
costs from the defendant.” In “all other professional matters, 
as assignments, opposition of insolvents, &e.,” I should be “ enti- 
tled to make the usual charge;” and, it added, that my name 
would be entered as an honorary subscriber. 

I accepted the appointment, and, in consequence, received 
inquiries as to the “ status” of parties, upon which I obtained 
information, and gave the offices the result; I also received 
the six: postage-stamps in several cases, and applied for the debt 
dws. I may mention that the fortnightly circular was sent to 
me free of charge. 

At the end of the year I sent in my bill, of which I enclose 
& copy, which was met by an offer to pay 7s. 6d. (amount of 
payments out of pocket) in full of all demands, observing that 
“the information was required as a matter of reciprocity,” and 
stating that I had “taken an erroneous view of the matter,” 
keg “it was not contemplated that such charges should be 





Whether my view was “erroneous” or not will have to be 
decided by a county court judge, as I intend to proceed for the 
amount of my bill; but I have, at all events, considered my 
continuing the appointment so decidedly infra dig., that I have 
tequested my name to be erased from the list of solicitors, and 
T cannot help thinking that others, when they know how I 
have been treated, will do the same.—I am, Sir, yours, 

Wincanton, March 9, 1859. A SUBSCRIBER. 


——~—— 


InpIcTMENTS FoR Prrgury.—In 1854, according to a 
teturn to the House of Lords, there were 111 indictments for 
Perjury. and 55 acquittals; in 1853, 104 and 58; in 1852, 157 
and 95; and in 1851, 116 indictments and 87 acquittals. 

Mr. Bovill hos introduced a Bill to enable judges to appoint 
commissioners within ten miles of London, and in the Isle of 
Man and the Channel Islands, to administer oaths in common 
law, and to authorise the taking in the country of bail in 

nisances and bail on the revenue side of the 


étror, an 
Exchequer. The commissioners are to be called “Commis- 


sioners to Administer Oaths in Common Law.” 





The Provinces. 


BirMINGHAM.— Wheelwright v. The Corporation—At Erd- 
ington, on Saturday last, a special petty session was held, to 
hear and determine a claim for compensation made by Mr. 
William Wheelwright, of Erdington Hall Farm, against the 
Corporation of Birmingham. The information was to the effect 
that the claimant being in possession, as tenant from year to 
year, of certain meadows bounded on the south-east and south- 
west by the river Tame, and on the north-east and north by 
the Birmingham and Fazeley canal, the Corporation, in carry- 
ing out their sewerage works, diverted and interfered with the 
water which had previously flowed, and still ought to flow, along 
Aston or Hockley Brook, and into the said meadows or closes 
of land. The sum of £460 was claimed as compensation. 
Mr. Motteram, barrister, appeared on behalf of the claimant; 
and Mr. Standbridge, the Town Clerk, represented the Cor- 
poration. The claim was made under the 12Ist section of the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act (incorporated with the Bir- 
mingham Improvement Act of 1851). The Town Clerk raised 
the question of jurisdiction. He said that the 12lst section 
gave power to two justices to hear and determine a claim only 
in cases where there was an actual taking of the land, or where, 
if part were taken, damage accrued to the remainder through 
severance, or some other cause incidental to the taking. If 
there was any pretence for compensation in this case, the claim 
must be made under the 68th section, and the mode of pro- 
cedure would be by an action at common law. The case cited 
by the learned counsel of The Queen v. Sheffield &- Manchester 
Railway Company, was a partial taking possession of the land. 
The Bench having retired to consider the point, announced 
that in their opinion the claim did not come within the in- 
tention of the 121st section. The summons was therefore dis- 
missed. 

LeIcesteR.—Crown Court.—Lord Chief Justice Campbell, 
upon taking his seat in this court, expressed to the grand jury 
his satisfaction (with reference to the recent re-arrangement of 
the courts) at being able, upon revisiting this county, to com- 
pliment them upon the improvement he saw around him. He 
believed they would concur with him in the reasonableness of 
the complaints which he had more than once made. Ornament, 
his Lordship remarked, would be misplaced in a hall dedicated 
to the purposes to which this was devoted; but it ought to be 
convenient and adapted to its purposes, so that all assembled 
there for the important duty of administering justice might be 
properly accommodated. ‘That now appeared to be accom- 
plished; useless expense had been avoided, which would then - 
have been thrown away. All seemed to have been done that 
was required for conveniently carrying on the business of the 
court. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON- TYNE. — Time of holding the Session.— 
Mr. Digby Seymour, the Recorder, who, it will be remembered, 
on his appointment, some time ago, changed the time of- holding 
the quarter sessions in this town, very much to the inconve- 
nience of the bar and the profession, has sent an intimation to 
the secretaries of the Law Society, that from a desire to con- 
sult the public convenience and the wishes of the legal profes- 
sion, he proposes in future to hold the Neweastle Sessions on 
the Wednesday as heretofore. To accomplish this object, the 
learned gentleman, we understand, makes a considerable sacri- 
fice by retiring from practice at the East Riding Sessions.— 
Newcastle Chronicle. 

NorrincHaM.—The assize for this town was commenced 
on Wednesday. ‘The cases in the calendar, though numerically 
light, are almost all of a very grave character. An application 
made to his Lordship in the course of the afternoon, by a non- 
commissioned officer of the regiment here statjoned, for an 
order from his Lordship for a relaxation of the'rule restricting 
the soldiers of the regiment. from entering the town during the 
assizes, elicited from his Lordship the remark that the applica- 
tion was unnecessary. The order under which that restriction 
had existed had been rescinded upon an application made by 
himself under the conviction that it was an unnecessary one, 
and that the soldiery would conduct themselves in the town as 
orderly as the most peaceably disposed of her Majesty’s sub- 
jects. 

OTLEY.— Master and Servant.—Smith v. Firth—On Monday, 
March 7, J. J. Lonsdale, Esq., the judge, delivered judgment in 
the above case, which involves a question of the utmost import- 
ance to masters and servants, and which was heard at the 
last Court, when his Honour reserved his judgment. The 
action was brought by John Smith, a farm labourer, to 
recover £4 19s. for wages alleged to be due to him from his 
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late master, Mr. Jasper Firth. It appeared that plain- 
tiff had been hired by defendant at £14 per year, but owing to 
a quarrel between them, the plaintiff left his master’s service, 
and the amount sued for was for wages due to him up to the 
time of his leaving. For the defendant it was contended that 
plaintiff was not entitled to recover, he being a farm servant, 
and having left his master’s employment without the consent 
of the latter, and before the expiration of the term of service. 
His Honour now delivered his judgment, the chief points of 
which were, that the hiring appeared to have been a general 
one, and, consequently, the only question to decide was, whether 
the plaintiff, who lodged and boarded in the defendant’s house, 
was a “menial” servant. After carefully referring to two or 
three cases, and to some old Acts of Parliament bearing on 
the subject, his Honour said, he was of opinion that the plain- 
tiff was a menial servant, and that the contract being a general 
hiring, the master would be entitled to dismiss the plaintiff 
upon giving him a month’s notice, or paying him a month’s 
wages; the servant being, of course, entitled to adopt a similar 
course. The judge concluded by observing that the verdict 
must therefore be for the plaintiff, for £4 6s., the amount due 
to him for the period during which he had served, less one 
month’s wages, deducted for want of notice. 


Yorx.—The assize for this city-was opened on Saturday 
with one of the lightest calendars of prisoners for trial than 
any that has occurred for many years past. The average num- 
ber of prisoners is about ninety, but in this instance the num- 
ber has fallen much below the average, without any apparent 
cause other than a laxity and disinterestedness on the part of 
the public and the police to do their duty in detecting crime, 
owing, it is said, to the inadequate scale of allowances made to 
them while attending the court as witnesses. The Times re- 
porter observes, in reference to this matter, that, “ As a whole, 
the calendar is the lightest that has ever been known. Were 
this a truthful indication of the state of crime in the county it 
would be very satisfactory. It is rather a truthful indication 
of the prosecuted and detected crime. That the machinery for 
the detection of crime is much more perfect than it ever was 
before, owing to the establishment of the county police, is also 
true; and the question may well be asked, how is it that crime 
should exist to any extent and not be detected and prosecuted. 
The answer is, that along with this improved detective force a 
counteracting machinery of the most ingenious kind has been 
established by the wisdom of the late Government, which goes 
far to render nugatory the efficiency of the police; and that 
machinery consists in the scale of costs and allowances to pro- 
secutors, attorneys, witnesses, and policemen, the operation of 
which is to prohibit all prosecutors, witnesses, and policemen 
from coming forward to give evidence relating to any crime 
under penalty of a heavy fine on each individually, and to make 
respectable attorneys by no means anxious to undertake any 
prosecution. A respectable man is allowed what will barely 
pay for his bed and breakfast at an inn. A policeman has the 
satisfaction of living at an assize town partly at his own ex- 
pense. If he has been very diligent in the following up and 
detection of crime, and has gone to any expense in so doing, 
he finds to his cost that this is set down to his public spirit, and 
that he must pay for it himself—a lesson which he does not 
forget the next time a similar opportunity occurs. This great 
circuit has hitherto prided itself on the manner in which the 
business has been done upon it. The shabby and indecent ex- 
hibition of exacting from the presiding judge the prosecution 
of the prisoners, who, if undefended, the theory of the law 
assumes him to protect and defend, has never been tolerated on 
this circnit. One of the ablest judges who ever adorned the 
bench, Sir Cresswell Cresswell, educated on this circuit, abso- 
lutely refused on one occasion at the Old Bailey to act as pro- 
secuting counsel. He sat there as judge. The result will be 
that offenders against the law will go unprosecuted until, 
hardened by impunity, they commit crimes too serious to be 
passed over. The process may be ‘cheap,’ but the community 
at large suffers by it.” 


» 
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DEATH OF JUDGE MARTLEY.—THE LANDED 
ESTATES COURT. 

On the 4th instant, the news spread throughout Dublin that 
Judge Martley had died that morning, at his residence, near 
Bray Head, after three months’ endurance of a painful illness. 
When a barrister of large practice survives the wear and tear 









<< 
of his profession, and attains judicial honours, he almost 
receives, as it were, a new lease of life, and may vom 
hope to arrive at a good old age. But in this instance, the 
fession was shocked to hear of the death, at the age of 
four, of a judge who had sat as such for not more than seve 
or eight weeks, and who has left behind him a sorrowing widgy 
and nine children of tender years, but slenderly provided for, 

Mr. Henry Martley was called to the bar in 1829, soon gp. 
quired considerable business, was appointed Q.C. in 1841, and 
in March, 1857, was chosen, on the resignation of Baroy 
Richards, to succeed that learned judge as Chief Commissiong 
of the Incumbered Estates Court. When the Act of last gg. 
sion passed, rendering perpetual that court under another name 
Martley became its first judge. At his funeral yes 
morning, the Lord Chancellor, and many members of thy 
bench and the bar, attended, to show their respect to the me. 
mory of a man who was eminent as a lawyer, while in privat 
life he was thoroughly amiable, upright, and accomplished, 

With every wish to do justice to the reputation of an abl 
and eminent man, we are compelled to admit the truth of a 
assertion frequently made, that Judge Martley committed , 
grave error in judgment in framing the present Rules of Prac. 
tice of the Landed Estates Court. They are so numerous and 
complicated, that no one can be expected to be acquainted with 
them, or strictly to follow them. One favourite theory was, 
that all claims, either of tenants or of incumbrancers, m 
estates passing through the Court, should be formally proved, 
as claims are proved in. Chancery before the preparation of 
report. In this and many other particulars, the practice of the 
Court has been recently altered for the worse; and the conse 
quence has been, that there has been a falling off in the amount 
of business coming into the Court. That the efficiency and 
popularity of that Court may be restored, it is quite necessary 
that considerable modifications of these Rules be speedily in- 
troduced; and there is some reason for supposing that the 
entire subject will be forthwith reconsidered. 


APPOINTMENTS AND VACANCIES. ' 

In answer to a question put by the Right Hon. J. O. Fit 
gerald in the House of Commons, on Tuesday evening, it was 
stated that the Government had “under consideration” the 
subject of the vacant judgeship in the Landed Estates Court 
It is difficult to see why there should be any hesitation about 
the abolition of the third judgeship, inasmuch as every profes- 
sional man in Dublin knows that the office is perfectly unne- 
cessary. The business is not such as to require three judges 
and it will be remembered that the Solicitor-General for 
land proposes to have but two judges in the Court which heis 
desirous of establishing in England. If the place left vacant 
by the death of Judge Martley be now filled up, the desire of 

viding for an adherent will prevail over a sense of what is 
due to the public by her Majesty’s advisers. 

The general belief here is, that, in the event of the English 
Landed Estates Court Bill becoming law, the services of Judge 
Hargreave will be required in England, and thus another 
vacancy may possibly occur in a short time. 

The attention of the public was recently called in Parlis- 
ment to the manner in which Lord Chancellor Napier has filled 
up the post of official assignee of the Court of Bankruptey and 
Insolvency. An ingenious justification of the appointment 
was, as might be expected, put forward by the Attorney- 
General; but no amount of eloquence can obscure the fact, 
that, for a placefrequiring long mercantile experience, there has 
been selected a young gentleman recently in a militia regiment, 
and whose knowledge of business must necessarily be of 4 
limited charavter. Without exactly comparing this affair t 
that of the Mastership in Lunacy, one may regret that the 
English Lord Chancellor, for his own sake, had not the advan- 
tage of Mr. Whiteside’s oratory in the defence of that now 
celebrated appointment. 





* 
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Ancient INHERITANCES.—'The interesting statement made 
by Lord Palmerston one evening last week, respecting the un- 
interrupted descent from father to son of a estate in New 
Forest, relates to the family of Purkis, the lime-burner, who 
— up the body of the Red King, and carried it in his 

umble cart to Winchester. Dmt a case of still longer descent 
in persons not allied to rank and fortune may be quoted. At 
Ambrose’s Barn, on the borders of Thorp, near Chertsey, 
resides a farmer, Mr, Wapshot, who’e ancestors have lived om 
the same spot ever since the time of Alfred the Great, by whom 
the farm was granted to Reginald Wapshot. ‘There are sev 





untitled families among our gentry who.cam trace their names 
and possessions to the Saxon times, 
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Scotland. 


os 


DEATH OF LORD MURRAY. 


One of the judges of the Court of Session died here on 
Monday, the 7th inst., at the age of eighty, having sat on the 
bench since 1839, before which he was Lord Advocate. His 
Joss will be most deeply felt in other than legal circles. He 
was possessed of large wealth—of about £300,000, it is said— 
and having no child or near relative, he was most liberal as a 

m of art and every object worthy of charity or enlight- 
qed patronage. In fact, he has long been the Mecanas of 
Edinburgh. Every stranger of distinction in letters, science, 
art, or politics, had a ready welcome to his hospitable house, 
and most distinguished men in Britain will have something like 
asigh to heave over the recollection of the kindly old face, 
radiant under white locks with cheeriness and benevolence. 
Asa judge, he was not very popular with the multitude. He 
was reckoned indolent, and in truth he was not a disciple of 
Dr. Dryasdust at all; but he held fast by commicn sense, and 
he never went far wrong—most judges with a passion for 
research and tradition going further wrong, if they did not 
arrive at his simple common-sense result by a circuitous, dusty, 
and tiresome road. His faculties continued quite entire up to 
the last day he sat on the bench, which was within a fortnight 
of his death. Sometimes he was a little too jocular, perhaps, 
for persons of the extremely precise and prudish order; but in 
the joking and all the utterances of the old man, there was 
something decidedly likeable and human. For good-humoured 
banter he was unrivalled in Scotland, dealing out a sort of half- 
laughing, half-grave irony, which made anyone ridiculous; while 
it was impossible to take offence at what the Nestor slipped 
out so smilingly. The cuts of his wit were too clean and sharp 
to give pain, but they went deep enough sometimes. For in- 
tellect he was far above the humble and industrious tradesmen 
who now-a-days, at the Scottish bar, fumble over decisions, and 
conquer grammar and logic by the knowledge of unimportant 
forms. In his prime he was an orator of no common order, 
capable of speaking effectively in many styles, to many diffe- 
tent classes of hearers, and was and has been a great favourite 
among all classes of society, except the fanatics of Edinburgh, 
who have been wont to suspect his orthodoxy, and were horror- 
stricken at his latitudinarianism in allowing 2 Roman Catholic 
to teach in a ragged school which he did a great deal to sup- 
on He was one of the oldess members of the Scottish 

ity of advocates alive. He and Lord Brougham passed in 
the year 1800, and they have stood for years together and alone 
upon that arch of the Mirza-bridge, with very few stragglers 
beyond on the ruined arches, friends through life, but most un- 
like each other, the almost superhuman energy of Brougham 
driving him through the work of a hundred lives, when his 
less ambitious brother has been content and privileged to act 
be merry, and happy, and enjoy good fortune and 
repose. He sucveeded the Right Hon. Francis (afterwards 
lord) Jeffrey as Lord Advocate in 1834, but resigned in the 
November of the same year; was again appointed Lord Advo- 
cate in April, 1835; was Recorder of the Great Roll, or Clerk 
of the Pipe, in the Exchequer Court, Scotland, but resigned 
that office (a sinecure) some time before his appointment as 
Lord Advocate ; represented the Leith district of burghs in 
Parliament from 1832 till 1838. 


ENGLISH BANKRUPTS IN SCOTLAND. 


An interlocutor has been issued by Lord Kinloch in the 
Court of Session, in Scotland, in the case of Joel v. Gill, which, 
if ultimately sustained, will go far to destroy the refuge 
hitherto found in Scotland by English bankrupts. It will 
be recollected that Mr. William Gill, barrister-at-law, Lin- 
toln’s-inn, after forty days’ residence in Tobermory, in the 
Idland of Mull, applied for and obtained sequestration in 
the Sheriff Court m5 in August last, under circumstances 
rendering it improbable that his creditors, who were all in 

, could be duly apprised of, much less take part in, the 
Proceedings under the sequestration. Mr. Joel, one of his credi- 
applied tothe Court of Session for recall of the sequestration, 

and on the 7th of October last Lord Benhohne granted recall, on 
the ground of im t designation in the Gazette. This decision 
Was carried before the judges of the Second Division, who 
the case to be enrolled of new on a more complete 
teord of the facts. The case was then fully debated before 
Lord Kinloch, who has now recalled the sequestration on 
the a Gill was not subject to the jurisdiction of 
the in the true sense of the statute. Lord 





Kinloch, in a lengthened note attached to his judgment, 
says:—“ The applicant in the present case was an Englishman. 
He was an English barrister with a slender practice. His real 
domicile had been established in England. His creditors appear 
all to be out of Scotland, with one exception; and the excep- 
tion is that of a creditor fully secured. His assets appear also 
to be all out of Scotland, except the two pictures, by means of 
which the fortunate Scotsman has the name of creditor without 
the reality. The only ground on which the bankrupt has 
maintained that he was subject to the jurisdiction of the Scot- 
tish Courts at the time of presenting the petition is, that for 
forty days previously he had resided in Tobermory, in the 
Island of Mull; and he does not conceal the fact, that this 
residence was assumed, for the express purpose of enabling him 
to make the application. It would, as the Lord Ordi- 
nary views it, be ‘mere, extravagance to hold that, of the 
many Englishmen to whom six weeks are not too many to 
devote to the scenery of the North, or who can agreeably 
fill up more than the interval between the 12th of August 
and the 2ist of September, every one who overstays the 
fortieth day is thenceforth equally answerable to the Scottish 
Courts as to those of his own country. . - It is impossible 
to lay down that forty days’ residence in Scotland creates 
jurisdiction to the Scottish Courts as an absolute and unquali- 
fied proposition. It is obviously at variance with any 
sound application of the Act that an Englishman (or any 
foreigner whatever, for the principle is the same), with a domi- 
cile and business established in another country, and his whole 
creditors and estate situated in that country, should at pleasure 
run into Scotland, and, by a residence of forty days, acquire 
right to the protection and discharge which it may be too in- 
convenient or too expensive for his creditors to oppose. Todo 
this successfully is, as the Lord Ordinary conceives, a mere 
perversion of the statute from its true purpose. It is a frand 
on the Act such as Courts are bound to take cognizance of and 
prevent from being perpetrated, even where literally the statute 
may appear to be complied with. It is on this ground, and not 
on that of imperfect designation, that the Lord Ordinary recalls 
the sequestration. 


THE Vacant JuDGEsSHIP.—We have no doubt the Lord- 
Advocate (Mr. C. Baillie) will claim the gown vacant by 
Judge Murray’s death, and that Solicitor-General Mare will 
succeed to the office of the former. The only difficulty will 
consist in claiming even a shred of independence for the electors 
of the county of Linlithgow, should they be asked to choose 
two Crown lawyers to represent them within so brief a space, 
and neither of them connected with the locality. There will 
be a scramble for the Solicitor-Generalship if the ministry 
should remain in office so long.—sScottish Press. 


Important Lecat Decision.—A case of importance to 
steamboat and railway proprietors, and others who carry pas- 
sengers’ Juggage, as well as to the general public, was decided 
by Sheriff Bell on Wednesday. It will be seen from the 
decision in this case that, although a company carry passengers’ 
luggage without charge, and give notice in advertisements that 
they will not be responsible for its safety, yet if it be proved 
that they dealt with it as other luggage, stowing it away, or 
even covering it with a tarpaulin, this infers an undertaking 
to re-deliver it to the owner; and if it be lost in transitu, that 
no general notice of not being responsible will clear them of 
their responsibility, unless the owner of the goods has entered 
into a special contract to that effect with the company. The 
facts of the case were admitted. The pursuer, T. G. Garland, 
was a passenger from Liverpool by the Princess Royal; he 
took his luggage on board with him, which was dealt with like 
other passengers’ luggage, and on arriving in Glasgow it could 
not be found. He therefore claimed its value—£]2. It was 
taken to avizandum, and on Wednesday morning Mr, Sheriff 
Bell delivered judgment \in favour of the defender.—Scottish 
Guardian, 

_ ee _——— 


Societies anv Enstitutions. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Law oF PROPERTY AND : ams Rewer AMENDMENT 


TLL, 
Objections to, the 28th Clause. 

The general object of the Bill is highly beneficial to the 
public, and it will have the effect of obviating many legal diffi- 
culties in the title to freehold and oe Hye Hd which are 

th 


of constant occurrence, and are attended vy expenses, 
urchasers. 


both to vendors and p 
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But the 28th clause will have a prejudicial effect. It enacts 
that— 

Any seller of land, or of any chattels, real or! personal, or choses in 
action, which shall be conveyed or assigned to a purchaser, or-the solicitor 
or agent of any such seller, fraudulently ¢ ling ttl t. ’ 
will, or other instrument, or any incumbrance from the purchaser, or 
falsifying any pedigree upon which the title does or may depend, in order 
to induce him to accept the title offered or produced to him, shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanour, and being found guilty shall be liable, at the discretion 
of the Court, to suffer such punishment, by fine or imprisonment, for any 
time not exceeding two years, with or without hard labour, or by both, as 
the Court shali award, and shall also be liable to an action for damages at 
the suit of the purchaser, or those claiming under him, for any loss sus- 
tained by him or them in consequence of the settlement, deed, will, or 
other instrument or incumbrance so concealed, or of any claim made by 
any person under such pedigree, but whose right was concealed by the 
falsification of such pedigree; and in estimating such damages, where the 
estate shall be recovered from such purchaser or from those claiming under 
him, regard shall be had to any expenditure by him or them in improve- 
ments on the land; but no prosecution for any offence included in this 
section against any solicitor or agent shall be commenced without the 
sanction of her Majesty's Attorney-General, or in case that office be vacant, 
of her Majesty's Solicitor-General. 

It is the duty of solicitors, in order to save expense to their 
clients, to commence the title from as late a period as the cir- 
cumstances of each case will admit, and not to abstract or give 
notice of any title-deeds which shall appear to them not to be 
strictly necessary to the title. In a mere pecuniary point of 
view, it is their interest to abstract fully, and at length, and to 
give notice of every deed which at any period of time related 
to the title. If this penal clause remains, solicitors, from an 
apprehension of liability to a prosecution, will be induced to 
insert deeds or documents, or recitals, in the abstract, in cases 
in which at present such deeds, documents, or recitals, would 
be omitted as unnecessary; and thus the clause will be a jus- 
tifiable excuse for increasing the length of abstracts of title to 
an extent which will add most materially to the legal expenses 
attending the sales and purchases of land. 


A deed may sometimes be omitted from the abstract, owing 
to its being thought by the vendor's solicitor to be unnecessary, 
though subsequent investigation, or the production of other 
deeds, may show that it is necessary to the title. It is fre- 
quently very difficult to decide whether a deed is necessary or 
not; and, in omitting to deliver an abstract of all the deeds in 
his possession, ancient or modern, the solicitor may possibly 
err, though acting with the best intentions, against his own 
interest, and with the sole desire to save expense to his client. 

If, either from these motives, or through accident or inad- 
vertence, any settlement or incumbrance affecting the title 
should be omitted, and any loss or damage should afterwards 
ensue to the purchaser, it might be imputed to the solicitor 
that he had omitted to give notice of it, with a view to defraud; 
and he might, though perfectly innocent of fraud, be exposed 
to the risk of an indictment for misdemeanour. 

If this clause should become law, no prudent solicitor, in 
preparing an abstract, will venture to make a selection from 
the mass of deeds submitted to him, lest he should, at a future 
day, be charged with having “fraudulently concealed” some 
deed which, in the exercise of an honest discretion, he may have 
omitted from the abstract, as unimportant to the title, but 
which, under altered circumstances, may be deemed material. 
His only safety will consist in abstracting every deed, without 
exception, leaving to the purchaser or his counsel the task of 
determining which of them are, and which are not, material. 
Such a course would be at once safe and lucrative, increasing 
his own fees and emoluments, as well as those of the purchaser's 
solicitor, but at the expense of their respective clients. 

Again, the omission from a pedigree of any birth, death, or 
marriage, would render such pedigree false in fact, and the 
solicitor by whom it was framed might truly be said to have 
* falsified” such pedigree. But such omission may have been 





entirely the result of imperfect knowledge, and the pedigree, 


may have been honestly believed by its framer to be complete 
and true in all its parts; yet, under this clause, its falseness in 
fact may, at some future time, be taken as evidence of an inten- 
tional falsification, and the framer may thus be exposed to the 
severe penalties inflicted by this clause. 

The main object of recent legislation as to landed estates has 
been to facilitate the deduction of title, and to diminish the 
expense attending it. 

This clause will counteract much that has been done for that 


purpose. 

_ It is quite right that “fraud,” whether on the part of prin- 
cipal or agent, client or solicitor, should meet with fitting 
punishment; but the existing law is quite sufficient to reach 


any case of actual fraud on the part of either. And as notice 
has been given of the intention to consolidate the whole body 
of criminal law, by Bills already prepared, and to be introduced 





during the present session, it is submitted that it is most inex, 
pedient to complicate the subject by new and unnecessary 
enactments. 
It is respectfully but strongly contended that the 28th clang 
should be omitted. 
Set Te eee 


Review. 


Costs in Actions not above £20 in Contract, and not above £5 jn 
Tort, in the Superior Courts ; or, How and when to obtain g 
Certificate, and Rule, Order, or Suggestion for Costs, wih 
Forms of Affidavits, fc. By Joun Evans, Attorney-at-Lay, 
“ The main object of this short treatise is to place before th: 

profession, in a concise, practical, and convenient manner, th, 
mode of obtaining costs where verdicts in the superior courts 
do not exceed £20 in contract, or £5 in tort. A client goes tp 
an attorney with a list containing the names of twenty debtor, 
all the debts being for sums not exceeding £20. In someof 
these cases the plaintiff may sue in the superior court; in other 
cases, if he does so, he cannot recover any costs. It may» 
happen that a plaintiff suing in a superior court gets a verdic; 
not exceeding £5 in tort. Yet such a verdict may or may mot 
entitle the plaintiff to recover costs. Hence it is most import 
ant, for the sake of attorney and client, that the former shoul 
have the law and practice on this subject at his finger’s ends; 
and any treatise proposing to assist this object must be praix. 
worthy in its aim, if not in its execution.” 

These are the words with which Mr. Evans introduces‘his 
little work to its readers. We have no hesitation in saying 
that in this case the execution has come up to the aim. Th 
author has not only a practical knowledge of his subject, but 
he has a head for analysis, and can give a reason for a rule, 
We recommend the book to the profession generally, and par. 
ticularly to those who are beginning to practise in common lay; 
and we believe that those who read it on our advice will thank 
us for having pointed it out to their notice. 


vw 
—> 


Law Students’ Fournal. 


The Council of Legal Education have approved of the f- 
lowing rules for the public examination of the students, toh 
held on the 23rd, 24th, and 25th of May, 1859. 


The attention of the students is requested to the following 
rules of the Inns of Court :— 


As an inducement to students to propose themselves for examinatim, 
studentships shall be founded of fitty guineas per annum each, to contin 
for a period of three years, and one such studentship shall be c 
the most ed student at each public examination ; and furth, 
the examiners shall select and certify the names of three other students 
who shall have passed the next best examinations; and the inns of cout 
to which such students belong may, if desired, with auy tems, 
not exceeding two, that may remain to be kept by such students previously 
to their being called to the bar. Provided that the examiners shall not be 
obliged to confer or grant any studentship or certificate, unless 





they shall 
.be of opinion that the examination of the students they select has bea 


such as entitles them thereto. 

At every call to the bar those students who have @ public Le 
nation, and either obtained a studentship or a cate of honour, 
take rank in seniority over all other students who shall be called on the 
same day. 

No students shall be eligible to be called to the bar who shall not either 
have attended during one whole year the lectures of two of the readers, # 
have satisfactorily passed a public examination. 


Rules for the Public Examination of Candidates for Honours, © 
Certificates, entitling Students to be called to the Bar. 

An examination will be held in next Trinity Term, to whic 
a student of any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for a studentship or honours, or of obtait- 
ing a certificate of fitness for being called to the bar, will lk 
admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examinatio 
will be required to enter his name at the Treasurer's Office 
the Inn of Court to which he belongs, on or before Monday, 
the 16th day of May next, and he will further be required 
state in writing whether his object in offering himself for & 
amination is te compete for a studentship or other honourable dit 
tinction; or whether he #® merely desirous of obtaining * 
certificate preliminary to a call to the bar. 

The examination will commence on Monday, the 23rd day 
of May next, and will be continued on the Tuesday and Wet 
nesday following. 

It will take place in the Benchers’ Reading Room ¢ 
Lincoln’s-inn; and the doors will be closed ten minutes af 
the time appointed for the commencement of the 
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The examination by printed questions will be conducted in 


‘the following order :— 


Monday Morning, the 23rd May, at half-past nine, on Consti- 
tutional Law and Legal History; in the Afternoon, at half- 
past one, on Equity. 

Morning, the 24th May, at half-past nine, on Common 
Law; in the Sy ep at half-past one, on the Law of 
Real Property, &c. 

Wednesday Morning, the 25th May, at half-past nine, on 
Jurisprudence and the Civil Law; in the Afternoon, at 
half-past one, a paper will be given to the students includ- 
ing — bearing upon all the foregoing subjects of 
examination. 

The oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
during the same hours, and on the same subjects, as those 
already marked out for the examination by printed questions, 
except that on Wednesday Afternoon there will be no oral 
examination. 

The oral examination of each student will be conducted 
apart from the other students; and the character of that ex- 
amination will vary according as the student is a candidate for 
honours or a studentship, or desires simply to obtain a certifi- 


The oral examination and printed questions will be founded 
on the books below mentioned; regard being had, however, to 
the partioular object with a view to which the student presents 
self for examination. r 
In determining the question whether a student has passed 
the examination in such a manner as to entitle him to be called 
to the bar, the examiners will principally have regard to the 
eral knowledge of Law and Jurisprudence which he has 
layed. 


A student may present himself at any number of examina- 
tions, unti] he shall have obtained a certificate. 

Any student who sliall obtain a certificate may present 
himself a second time for examination as a candidate for the 
studentship, but only at one of the three examinations imme- 
diately succeeding that at which he shall have obtained such 
certificate; provided, that if any student so presenting himself 
shall not succeed in obtaining the studentship, his name shall 
not ap in the list. 

Students who have kept more than eleven terms shall not 
be admitted to an examination for the studentship. 


The Reader on Constitutional Law and Legal History will 
examine on the following subjects :— 

He will expect the candidates for honours to be well ac- 
quainted with the early history of our Constitution, which may 
be found in Hallam’s Middle Ages, c. 10, and with the chapters 
in Hallam’s Constitutional History, which give an account of 
the reigns of Elizabeth, the Stuarts, and Queen Anne. 

He will expect them to be well acquainted with the History 

the Law of Real Properw; the History of the Law of 

; and the History of the Laws relating to the Press. 

He will expect them also to be well acquainted with the most 
remarkable state trials before the reign of George the Third. 

He will expect all who present themselves for examination to 

a competent knowledge of the leading events of English 


ustory. 
The candidates for a pass will be required to possess an accu- 


vate knowledge of the reigns of the Stuart Kings; of the Bill 


of Rights; of the Act of Settlement; and of the State Trials 

during the reigns of Charles and James the Second. 

ie ahs Reader on Equity proposes to examine in the following 
ks 


1. Haynes's Outlines of Equity; Smith’s Manual of Equity 
J es Hunter's Elementary View of the Proceed- 
ings in a Suit in Equity, pt. i. 

2. The cases and notes contained in the first volume of 
White and Tudor’s Leading Cases; Mitford, on the Plead- 
ings in the Court of Chancery, introduction; c. i., ss. 1 & 2; 
ox s. 3 (the first six pages); c. ii. s.1; 0. ii, s. 2, pt. i. 
(the first three pages); c. ii. s. 2, pt. ii. (the first two 
pages); c. ii. s. 2, pt. ili.; ¢. iii. 

Candidates for certificates of having passed @ satisfactory 
examination will be expected to be well acquainted with the 
hooks mentioned in the first of the above classes. 

Candidates for a studentship or honours will be examined in 
the books mentioned in the two classes. 

The Reader on the. Law of Real Property proposes to ex- 
amine in the following books and subjects :— 


1 "aig Williams on the Law of Real Property; fifth edi- 
“2, Hayes on the Common Law Uses, and Trusts, 





3. The Charitable Trusts Act (9 Geo. II. c. 36); Corbyn ». 

French (4 Ves. 418), and the notes to that case in Tudor’s 
ing Cases in Conveyancing, 408. 

4. The order and priority of incumbrances upon Real and _ 
Personal Property; Fisher un Mortgages, c. vii. pp. 341— 
468. 

5. Sugden on Powers, cc. i., iii., & v.; seventh edition. 

Candidates for honours will be examined in all the rt 

an candidates for certificates in those under heads 1, 2. 
and 3 
The Reader on Jurisprudence and the Civil Law proposes to 
7 a candidates for honours in the following books :— 
. Phillimore’s Introduction to the Study of Roman Law. Pt. 
i, ¢. iii. to end of ¢. vii. Preetor, possession, property, con- 
tracts, and inheritance. 

2. The Institutes of Justinian. Book ii. and book iii., from 
title 14, with the notes in Sandars’s edition. 

3. The last two titles of the last book of the Digest. De 
Verborum Significatione, De Regulis Juris. 

The Reader will examine candidates for a certificate in— 

1. The Institutes of Justinian. Book ii, and Book iii., from 
title 14, with the notes in Sandars’s edition. 

2. The last title of the last book of the Digest. De Regulis 
Juris. 

The Reader on Common Law proposes to examine in the 

following Books and subjects :-— 

Candidates for a pass certificate will be examined as to— 

1. The ordinary proceedings and course of pleading in an 
action at law. 

2. The Law of Contracts, so far as treated of in Broom’s 
Commentaries, book ii.; in connexion with which should be 
read the Mercantile Law Amendment Act (19 & 20 Vict. 
c. 97). 

3. Stephen’s Commentaries (4th edition), book v.; of Civil 
Injuries, ce. i., vii., viii., & ix. 

4, The Law of simple larceny, assault, homicide, and murder, 
as treated in the last edition of Archboli’s Criminal Pleading 
Cy. Wesly >. gh is 

Nore.—Questions will be asked respecting leading cases cited 

in the text-books above specified. 

Candidates for the studentship or honours will be examined 

in the above mentioned subjects, and as to— 

5. The following cases :— 

A. Law or Contracts.—Dalby v. India and London 
Life Assurance Co., 15 C. B. 365; Morley v. Atten- 
borough, 8 Exch. 500; Hochster v. De la Tour, 2 E. 
& B. 678. 

B. Law or Torrs.—Langridge v. Levy, 4 M. & W. 
337; S. C., 2 Id. 519; Barnes v. Ward, 9 C. B. 392; 
Coggs v. Bernard, 1 Smith, L. C., 147, with the note 
thereto, 

6. “ Rules governing the production of testinony;” Taylor 
on Evidence (3rd edition), pt. ii., cc. i—v., vii, xiv., & xv. 

By order of the Council, 

Council Chamber, RicHarRD BeruHect, © 

Lincoln’s-inn, 2nd March, 1859. 





Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 
BIRTHS. 
— 8, at No. 36, Rutland-gate, the wife of Edmund Barlow, 
BARMARDN-On Mar. 6, at 9, Barkham-terrace, Lambeth-road, the wife of 
William Barnard, Esq., solicitor, of a daughter. 
MASON—On Mar. 4, the wife of Mr. Henry Mason, of the Grove, Syden- 
ham, and of No. 84, Basinghall-street, of a son. 
ae 4, at 1, Upper Park-road, Hampstead, the wife of W. 


‘Thacker, Esq., of a daugliter. 
TURNER—On Mar. 8, the wife of Edmund R. Turner, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 


inn, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 
CHRISTIE—W ADE—On Mar. 3, at the parish church, Leeds, by the Rev. 
E. bares of Vicar of Nun Monkton, John Christie, Esq., 
Leeds, to Mary Elizabeth, younger daughter of the late James Wade, 
Esq., Blenheim- terrace, Leeds. 
GRAY—WING—On Mar. 7, at St. James’s, Dover, Th the Rev. W. Light, 
Fi OF ony , to Kate, widow of the late J. W. Wing, Esq., 
MALLETT — tin va er 3, at the Church of St. pene go o 
Martyr, lebone, by the Rev. Henry Francis Mallett, assisted 
Rey. Ed H. Nelosa, Incumbent of the district, Charles, youngest 
son of John Lewis Mallett, Esq., to Louisa Tempe, eldest daughter of 
George Udny, Esq., of Lincoln s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
SCARBOROUGH—LAING—On Mar. Phd the pete church of St. Nicholas, 
—— by =~ Rev. Ry » Incumbent of St. Mary, 
Haggerstone, Thomas oth me ng arhroh, B. o 
and bun ceva Ann, only daughter of ihobert bg oe mag ae 
. 
Haggerstone. 
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SMITH—MOORE—On Mar. 5, at St. James’s, Paddington, by the Rev: 
Edward Nelson, M.A., Henry Smith, Esq., of the Inner Temple, to Esther 
Francis, widow of the late Robert Ogilby Moore, Esq., of South-side, 
Wimbledon. 

DEATHS. 


CAINES—On Mar. 7, at Bridgewater, Somersetshire, in her 85th year, 
Sybella, Widow of the late R. P. Caines, Esq., thirty-four years Coroner 


for that county. 
PHILLIMORE—On Mar. 5, at Shiplake-house, near Reading, Elizabeth, 
Widow of the late Joseph Phillimore, D.C.L., in her 79th year. 
WALSH—On Mar. 6, at Woolwich, in the 23rd year of his age, from the 
effects of a fall from his horse, Lieutenant Edward Walsh, of the Royal 
Engineers, only surviving son of the late Philip Walsh, Esq., Barrister- 


at-Law, Dublin. 
> 


Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of Lugland. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Lb tas claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 


Baxer, Tuomas, Esq., ba co. Dublin, Rich arp MANDERS, jun., Esq., 
Brackenstown, co. Dublin, Jonn Gore Snrecps, Esq., Chester, and 
Dantst Beers, Gent., Drumcondra, co. Dublin, £329 : 2: 9 New 3 per 
Cents.—Claimed by Tuomas Baker, RicuaRpD MANDERS, jun., JoHN 
Gore Suieips, and Daniet BEERE. 

Bourter, WituiaM, & Witttam Farren, Gents., Gray's-buildings, Man- 
chester-square, £88 New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by Wittiam BouLTer 
and WiLLiaM FAaRREN. 

Cuetwope, Lady Exizaseta, Widow, Montagu-square, £100 New 3 per 
Cents.—Claimed by CHartes FLeTcHer Sxirrow and ALEXANDER 
Hamitton Rosson, executors of ExizaseTH HurcuHinson, Widow, de- 
ceased (formerly the said Exizaneta Lady Cuetwopr, Widow.) 

Cutve, Epwazp, Colonel Grenadier Guards, Dividends on £1000 34 per 
Cents.—Claimed by the Rev. Arcner Citvs, administrator de bonis non. 

Coss, Joun Francis, Clerk, Sprattan, Northamptonshire, £591 : 14: 4 
New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by Joun Francis Coss. . 

Covenester, Right Hon. Etizapern, Baroness, One Dividend on 
£5540: 3: 4 Consols.—Claimed by Right Hon. Cuaries, Baron Cot- 
cuEsTeER, the administrator. 

Dorron, Tuomas, Wholesale Stationer, Upper Thames-street, One Dividend 
on £120 per annum Long Annuities.—Claimed by GeorcE MILLER, one 
of the executors. 

FAULKNER, “Gsorce, Gent., Bedford-row, and Caartes PARKER, Gent., 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, £228 : 11 : 5 Consols.— Claimed by GrorcE 
FavLener and CHARLES PARKER. 

Fioprer, Sir Samvet, Bart., Great Cumberland-place, £3333 : 6 : 8 Con- 
sols. ed by ace ACCOUNTANT-GENERAL of the Court of CHANCERY. 

Fox, CaTHERINE, of Charles Fox, Silversmith, Felix-terrace, Liver- 
pool-road, Islington, certain Dividends on £350 4 per Cents.—Claimed 
by Catuerine Fox. 

Gary, Josrru Tuomas, Jeweller, Leadenhall-street, and James NEALE 
Grey, Mercer, Warwick-street, Golden-square, Two Dividends on 
£1200 : 1 : 0 Reduced.—Claimed by Carotine Ann Hazetpen, Wife of 
George Thomas Hazelden, the sole executrix of Joseph Thomas Grey, 
who was the survivor. 

Gnimston, Hon. Caantes, Glen Moidart, Argyleshire, One Dividend on 
£2599 : 8: 2, and One Dividend on £573 : 13: 7 Consols.—Claimed by, 
Hon. Lucy Grimston, Widow, the administratrix. 

LittLewortn, Timotuy, Gent., Water-end, Hants, £147 : 4: 10 Reduced. 
—Claimed by Caantes LitrteworTa and CuHaries ENGLEFIELD, the 
surviving executors. 

Liorp, Caanies, Esq., Upper oy ne gh eae West, Connaught-square, 
Major James OLIPHANT, East India Company's service, Wimbledon, 
Surrey, and Ropert Natirgne, M.D., Charies-street, Berkeley-square, 
Two Dividends on £10,000 Consols.—Claimed by James OLtrHant and 
Roseat Nainye. 

Lovepres, Joseen, Farmer, Great Barford, Oxon, and Ricnasp HALL, 

” South Newington, Oxon, Seven Dividends on £2000 New 3$ 
per Cents.—Claimed by Ricwarp Hau. 

Mernzicx, Epwarp, Esa, Vine-court, Spitalfields, Right Rev. Groncs 

, Aveustus Setwrs, Bishop of New Zealand, and Saran Hanater Set- 
wrw, his Wife, £600 New 3 per Cents.—Claimed ve Georce AvuGusTus 
Se.wrn, and Sanam Hargier Setwyn, his Wife, the vors. 

Onve, Many Awne, Wife of the Rev. John Orde, Winsley, Yorkshire, One 
Dividend on £4988 : 0 : 2 Reduced.—Claimed by Mary Anne DomMvILie, 
Wife of James Graham Domville, the administratrix. 

Pater, Tuomas, Gent., Wood-street, Cheapside, One Dividend on £3000 

by Tuomas WILLIAM PaLmer, the administrator. 

Prowse, Manta, Spinster, Bodmin, Cornwall, One Dividend on £2050: 13 : 8 
Consols.—Claimed by Ann Jane Mincicent Micuen., wife of WiLtiam 
Micae xt, the surviving executrix. 

Pariiiprs, Cuantes Mancn, £sq., Garindon-park, Leicestershire, £155: 8:9 
New 3 per Cents.—Ciaimed by Cuanizs Marcu Pai.wirrs. 

Roruscaitp, Joun Invinc Wien Mayen, Esq., Samve. Guaner, Esq., 
and Josrru Mowrertore, Esq., ali of London, Ten Dividends on £199: 10: 1 
Consols.—Claimed by SAMUEL Gunner, who was the survivor. 

Simmons, Tuomas Fuepenicn, Esq., Churchill, Somerset, Three Dividends 
> Sacer ant nam ce Tn eer baa 


Srrancz, Mantua, Spinster, Swindon, Wilts, since Wife of Richard Strange, 
Banker, Certain ee per Cents.—Claimed by 
Sruance, the husband and tor of the said Marthe 


Strange. 
Towers, Ricuazp, Esq., Dudden-grove, Cumberland, One Dividend on 
£2100 New 34 per Cents.—Ciaimed by Tuomas Burien, the surviving ’ 









executor. 

Trevetran, Rateion, and Tuoxnrow TREVELYAN, a Pn oe Nether- 

witton, Northumberland, One Dividend on £2847 : 9 11 Consols.— 

Claimed by Ratzion Taevetray. 

“umem ‘LamgAsmaes”—Claimed One Dividend on £59 : 12: 6 per 
cea fens sm gee by Kate Watxex and Jounson 





Wickert, Exizanetu, Widow, Danehill-row, Margate, £8 per ania 
Annuities. — Claimed by ExizaBeTa Waxss, the wife of George 
Wales, the administratrix. 


Witpg, Samve. Francis Tuomas, Esq., Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-street, Ong 


Dividend on £3000 34 per Cents. -—Claimed by SAMUEL FRaNcis Tuomss 
WILDE. 

Yates, Jonn, Watchmaker, Wandsworth, Surrey, £21: 11 : 0 New 3 per 
Cents.—Claimed by Henay Yares, administrator de bonis non. 


Qeirs at Raw and Wert of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Astor, Joun Jacos, formerly of New York. His heirs to apply at 147 
Holborn-bars. 

Bennett, Davip Hemmine (son of William Bennett), ~~ of Wiltamone® 
Notts. His next of kin to apply to Williamson, Hill, & 
Great James-street, Bedford-row; or Wright & Blount, Richmond, 








Yorkshire. 
Railway Stock. 
Rariways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed.| Thur. | Fri, 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc.. ee ee oe e es 


Bristol and Exeter v+2-fO%b, x 4/924 x d/935 x 
Caledonian..........+-| 844 § | 85% 4 |854 x 
Chester and Holyhead.. 484 ee 48% | 49 8h] .. 
East TIAN... cccsees 15} oe es ee 
Eastern Counties ......|59} x d|60} x 4/604 xd peek 624 2 
Eastern Union A. Stock.) .. . oe oe 

Ditto B. Stock ....|] +. ° 
East Lancashire .é....| «- ° 
Edinburgh and Glasgow; .. > 
Edin. Perth,and Dundee} .. ° 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. ° 
Great Northern ......,1014x 4/1024 

Ditto A. Stock ee 

Ditto B. Stock ....|1324x dj! 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.)} .. 1 
Great Western ........| 55§ 63 
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Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk.) .. 54 xd ee oe, 
Lancashire & Yorkshire/93$ x d/94§ x d/ 954 } /953% x dj 96 i 
Lon. Brighton & S. Coast} 1103 11g 11k 2) 1112 "36 LE 
pe my rar ren x d/94h x d/954 x 0/954 xd j 
London& South-Westrn.)} 924 § | 93 3 984 934 4 93g 4 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln.. 38 
Midland .....+.+..++..|99f x 4/998 x d| 100} 3|100gx alloig g |100§ 4 

Ditto Birm.& Derby} ..  |754 xd) 77 x ve “6 ‘ 
Norfolk ......+s0+0++-/60 xd es 614 xdj61 xd] 61 61% 
North British ....... 58 584 § 59 
North-Eastern (Brwck.) xdj9lg xd x 4/923 xd xd wat 

Ditto Leeds ....+. x d/464 x d/474 x d/47 xd x dj 47 

Ditto York ........|75§ xd] 76 6} |77 xd (77 xd |764 x dj 77 6} 


North London ......++| eo 101 xd) .. ae 102 
Oxford, Worc.& Wolver.| .. ee 
Scottish Central ..... | .. ee ee os oe 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.) .. oe ee ee sé os 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.) .. bw *6 oe aa os 
Shropshire Union......] .- 463 ee oe 47 47 
South Devon..........| .. |88 xd] .. ee re 36 8 
South-Eastern ........|70} x d|70§ x dj724 x dj71 § 3 | 72 xj 71 
South Wales ......-+00+| «+ oe es 65 4 65 
Vale of Neath .......| «- - es ee ee oe 























English Punds. 








ENGLisu Funps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 
Bank Stock ......+.++++/228 230/230 228) .. Shut. | Shut. | Shut. 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann... 963 4 | 965 oct Shut. 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann... 964 954 6 | 96 96 46 
New 3 per Cent. Ann...| 964 # |96 § } | 96¢ § | 968 A Shut. 
New 24 per Cent. Ann. 794 oe 7 . 


lacs Ann. (exp. Jan, i 
BOD) escccesccccce|! O16 | ce oe oe ee . 
be, 30 years(exp.Jan. 5, 
1860) wccccccccccecs| oo o- oe se 
De ee ae. & 


pe 30 years (exp. Apr.5, 
1885 















ed agony se we 6 an 17s p | 203 p 
Each.B -Bills(£1000) Ma r.|35838sp|37839sp 36s 39sp|36a35sp| 35s p |35s385p 
June.... oe o* +e oe oo 
Exch, Bills (£500) Mar.) .. se 39s p] se 35s pp} + 
Ditto June ee -* ee ee oe +e 
Exch. Bills (Smal! Sar. 38sp| .. oan os a 378 p 
Ditto oe oe oe oe oe ” 
Do. (Advertised Mar 32e35sp| .. ys ee os . 


a sane "a oe oe oe oe oe ” 
xe Bonds, 9 

per Cent. seeeeceeee 1005 or “ ee iad 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 34 
per Cent. 
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state Brchange Report. 


(For the week ending February 26, 1859.) 
At THE ManT.—By Messrs. Cainnock & GALSWORTHY. 
louse, No, 16, Stanhope-street ; let at £48 per annum ; same term 


and -rent, Sold for £550. 
Ditto ‘os. 3 & 4, 4, Robert-street ; also 3 eS aes 
let end at “Bia: 12:0 per annum ; term, 98 years from Michaelmas, 
1623; ground-rent, £14: 8 : 0.—Sold for £1470. 
lemstele House, No. 5, Robert-street, also No. 5, Robert-mews; let at 
16:0 per annum ; term, 97 years from Michaelmas, 1824 ; ground- 
2:1: 0.—Sold for £720. 
acunet ss bon 13, Ladbroke-terrace, Notting-hill; term, 844 
— ; ground-rent, £10 : 10: 0 per annum.—Sold for for 
1 
The Absolute Reversion to Three-Sevenths of £1155 new 3 per cent. 
Annuities, payablé on the death of a lady aged 71.—Sold for £160. 
The Reversion of Three-Sevenths of £900, and £266; 13:4,3 per cent 
— : haa Annuities, payable on the death of a lady aged 71.— 
r . 


A Similar Reversion to Leasehold Residence, No. 9, Grove-street, Camden- 
town ; let at £40 per anaum; term, 99 years from September, 1804 ; 
ground-rent 5 guineas.—Sold for £35. 

By Messrs, Peter Broap & PrircHarD. 

Leasehold House, No. 14, o-buildings, East-street, Walworth ; let at 
£21 per annum ; a years from Midsummer, 1822; ground-rent, 
£4.—Sold for £11 

Leasehold House, Ne 15, forereang let at £22 ; same term, ground- 
rent, £4.—Sold for £ 

Leasehold House, No. ie, spall buldings let at £21; same term, ground- 
rent, £3.—Sold for £105 

Leasehold House, No. 11, West-street ; let at £28 rd annum ; 28} years 
from _ 1841; ground-rent, £4. —Sold for £11 

Leasehold Cottages, Nos. 1, 2, & ‘3, yoann West-street, Wal- 
eens ane at £18 per annum ; held for same term at a peppercorn.— 

The Absolute Reversion to £1206: 10:6, 3 per cent Consols, payable on 
the death of a gentleman 51,—Sold for £330. 

Leasehold Houses, Nos. 24 & 25, Carter-street, Walworth; let at £54 
=. annum ; en 70 years from March, 1825; ground-rent, £16: 13:4. 


—Sold 

Leasehold, No. 26, Carter-street; let at £35 per annum; same term, 
ground-rent, és: 6: 8.—Sold for £160. 

Leasehold House, No. 27, -street ; let at £28 per annum ; same term, 
ground-rent, £8 : 6: 8. —Sold for £190. 

ee & 29, Carter-street ; let at £56 per annum ; 

ground-rent, £16 : 13: 4.—Sold for £260. 

Leasehold god ee Rent, £14 per annnm, secured on the “‘ Beehive” Public 

—_ ee of Carter-street; term, 70 years from March, 1825.—Sold 


eran, “Two Houses and Shops, High-street, Mortlake ; let at £41 per 
annum.—Sold for £500. 


oe 


By Messrs. Kine & Wetsn. 

Leasehold House and Shop, No. 28, Aldenham-terrace, Old-street, Pancras- 
road; let at £45 per annum; term, 98 years from Lady Day, 1847; 
ground-rent, £14.—Sold for £350. 

Leasehold House and Shop, No. 29, Aldenham-terrace ; pH obs ta 
annum; same term, ground-rent, £12.: 10 : 0.—Sold for £280 

By Messrs. Baomtey & Son. 

Lease and Goodwill of the ‘‘ Duke’s Head ” Public House, Norton Folgate ; 

held for 18 years from Christmas last, at £52 : 10 : 0 per annum.—Sold for 


Leasehold Houses, Nos. | to 7, Brownson’s-court, Great Aile-street, White- 
chapel; held for 61 from Christmas, 1829 ; ground-rent £18 per 
om Poa at £82: 16 :0.—Sold for £275, 

Leasehold Houses, Nos. 37 & 38, Florence-road, New Cross; held for 67} 

years from Midsummer, 1859; ground-rent, £6:8:0 per annum ; let at 
PT —Sold for £455. 
Leasehold Houses, No 17 to 19, King-street, and No. 1, North-street, Com- 
-road East ; held for 40 years from Midsummer next ; let at £64 
per annum.—Sold for £610. 
yoo Amamadnen and a 2, Shard's-place, High-street, Peckham ; 
years from next; ground-rent, 4 guineas per annum; 
let at £40 per annum.—, £250. 
By Messrs. Batu. 

Leasehold Houses, Nos. 6 & 7, Marlboro’-square, Chelsea ; term, 50 years 

—Teab ; ground-rent, £14 per annum ; annual value, £50.—Sold for 
At GarrawayY's,—By Messrs. Barton & Sow. 

Leasehold Public-house, ‘‘ Freemasons’ Arms,” Courland-grove, Wands- 
worth-road ; let on lease at £40 r annum; held for 80 years from 
Midsummer, 1847 ; gg rent, £12:6: 0. —Sold for 

Leasehold Residence, No. 19, Hanover-square, Kennington ; let at £30 per 
annuin ; term, 99 years from June, 1846; ground-rent, £6.—Sold for 


—_+— 
London Grazettes. 


Pew Members af Parliament. 
TuxspaY, Mar. 8, 1859. 
a bad Bray Sr. Epmunps.—The Hon, Alfred Hervey L Denteety 
Called Lord Alfred Hervey), vice the Right Hon, Frederick William Her- 
vey (commonly called Earl Jermyn). 
Fatwar, Mar, 11, 1859. 
Bonoven or Tewxessurny.—The Hon. Frederick Lygon, of Madresfield 


Division.—The Right Hon. Thomas Henry 
, of B  osronaet Gomerertee, re-elected. 

Hon. Charles Henry 
i re-elected, 








Commissioner to administer Paths in Chancery. 
Torspay, Mar. 8, 1859. 
Lons, Samuet WattEs, Gent., N Dorsetshire. 
REYNOLDS, Taomas ANDREW FiTzGERALD, Gent., Battersea-sq., Battersea. 


Farivar, Mar. 11, 1859. 
Bodmin. 


Bankrupts. 
Turspay, Mar. 8, 1859. 

DUFF, Cuaates, Printer, 113 Cheapside, and 3 Freeman’s-ct., Cheapside 
(Hays, Duff & Co.) and at 22 Hill-st., Peckham. Com. Evans: 
Mar. 17, at 1; and — 21, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Johnson. 
Soils, Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. 

FOWERAKER, Wit11aM Jonny, Innkeeper, White Horse-inn, Gold-st., 
— Com. Andrews: Mar. 18, at 1; and April 12, at 11; Exeter, 
Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. Fryer, St. Thomas, Exeter. Pet. Mar. 4. 

GIBBONS, Tuomas, Linen Draper, Castle-st., Edgley, 

21 and April il, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Pott. Sols. Cobbett & 
Wheeler, Brown-st., Manchester. Pet. Feb. 24, 

MABBS, Rosesr, Milkman, Upper-st., Islington. Com. Fonblanque: Mar. 
16 and A; 19 at 12; Basinghail-st. Of. Ass. /Graham. Sol. Weight- 
man, 80 hall-st. Pet. Mar. 7. 

MERRONY, Georce, Licensed Victualler, Marsham-st., and King-st.. 

Maidstone. Com. Holroyd: Mar. 22, at 2.30; and April 19, at 2; Ba- 
singhall-st. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Sole, Turner, & Turner, 68 Alder- 


Hamer, GiLBert, Gent., 


aber. Pet. Mar. 4. 
METCALFE, Atrrep, Draper, B " . Ayrton: Mar. 23 & 
April 20, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull. PR my Carrick. 5 - 
» Mar. 5. 


son, ; or Clarke, 

NEWMAN, THOMAS, General Shopkeeper, Hindol Norfolk. Com. 
Fonblanque: Mar. 23, at 1.30; and April 19, at 12; Basinghali-st. Of. 
Ass. Stansfeld.. Sols. Doyle, 2 Verulam-bldgs.; or Drake, East Dere- 
ham. Pet. Mar. 3. 

UNWIN, Epwur Frepenick, Hosier, 164 Strand. Com, Holroyd: Mar. 
22, at 2; and April 19, at 1; Basingliall-st. Of. Ass. Lee. Sols. God- 
dard & Eyre, 101 Wood-st., Cheapside. Pet. Mar. 3. 

WEBB, Rosent, Apothecary, Carnboro’ House, East. India-rd. Com. 

Goulburn : Mar, 21, at 11; and April 18, at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
Pennell. Sols, Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. Pet. Mar, 1. 

Friar, Mar. 11, 1859. 

BAXTER, Jossrm, Builder, Gooch-st., "Birmingham Com. Sanders : 
Mar. 26 and April 15, at 11; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
Collis & Ure, Pet. Feb. 24. 

BENDEL; Joun Weston, Carman, 11 Well-st., Wellclose-sq., and 13 John- 
st., Minories. Com. Holroyd: Mar. 25, at 1; and April 23, at 12; Ba- 
singhall-st. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Scott; 4 Skinners, Snow-hill. Pet. 


ELLIOT? , Jou, Blacksmith, Farnham, Surrey. Com. Fane: Mar. 
and April 29, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Reeve 4 
Mayhew, 10 Tokenhouse-chambers. Pet. Mar. 9. 

GREGORY, Wiuiam Jowwrs, Innkeeper, Kingweston, Somersetshire. 
Com. Hill: Mar. 21 and April 19, at 11 ; Bristol. Of. Ass. Miller. Sols. 
Hobbs & Al Wells; or Brittan & Son, Bristol. Pet. Mar. 8. 

HAWKES, Epwarp, Tobacconist, B irmingham. Com. Sanders: Mar. 21 
and April 18, at 11; b> + Whitmore. Sols. Harri- 
son & Bi . Pet. Feb. 

HUGGINS, Francis Wirrton, & = hemes | Wrrron Hueers, Wine 


t, . 

JENKINS, Jonan, Boot & Shoe Maker, Lianharran, Glamorganshire. Com. 
Hill: Mar. 22 and April 19, at 11; wae. Of. Ass. Acraman. Sol, 
Miller, Nicholas-st., Bristol: Pet. Mar. 

LACEY, Epwarp, Maltster & Builder, Horwick, Derbyshire, late of Bir- 
mingham. Mar. 23 and April 20, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Fraser. 
- eS Ke or Sale & Co., Manchester. Pet. 


LAMBERT, Joun, Tailor, Nottingham. Com. Sanders: Mar. 22 and April 
PR i; | Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. Smith, Birmingham. 


LEAKE, Weis’ Furniture Dealer, Nottingham. Com. Sanders: Mar. 
22 and April 19, at 11; Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. Cann, 
Nottingham. Pet. Mar. 9. 
Com. Fane: Mar. 


Hackney-rd. 

25 and April 29, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. OF. Ass. Whitmore. Soils. 

ag ay Bradbury, & Hardwick, Weavers'-hall, 2% Basinghall-st. Pet. 
ar. 10, 

MORRIS, Gaores, Licensed Victualler, White Hart Tavern, King Edward- 
e Newgate-st. Com. Fonblanque: Mar. 23, at 12.30; and April 27, at 
. +9 ening Of. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. Edwards, 15 5 Coleman-st. 

et. Mar. 8. 

SLATOR, Tuomas, ¢ Grocer, late of 5 Muida-hill East, now of 1) Park-pl., 
Paddington. Goulburn: Mar. 28 and April 30, at 11; Basinghall- 

st. 4 Ass. Pennell Sol. Selby, 2 King’s Arms-yd., Coleman-st. Pet. 


Mar. 

WHEELER, Roseat, Oil & Colourman, 58 Crawford-st., Bryanston-sq. 
Com. Evans: Mar. 24, at yay and April 21, at in Basinghall-st. 
Of’. Ass. Bell. Sol, Beard, | 8 Basinghall-st, Pet. Mar. 9. 

BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Tuxspar, Mar. 8, 1859. 
Prick, RoLanD, Scrivener & Share Dealer, Stourbridge, Worcestershire. 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Tusspax, Mar. 8, 1859. 

Anprews, Nicwotas, & Taomas ANpaEws, Ironmongers, Gateshead. 
Mar. 30, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne; sep. est. of T. Andrews. 

Capman, Joun, Brick-maker, Upholland and Billinge, Lancashire, Mar. 18, 
at 12; 

Caurciovse, TROMAS, Grocer, Briton Ferry, Neath, Glamorganshire. 
April 7, at 11; Bristol, 

gore James, Builder, Hulme, Lancashire. April 7, at 12; Man- 
chester. 

Drake, Groaor, Watch Maker, 18 Ludgate-hill, and Upper-st., Islington, 

Mar. 20, at 1; Basinghall-st. ‘ 
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Exsworts, Jon, Nephte Hamaeerayer, Kingston-upon-Hull. Mar. 30, 


at 12; Bog 
Ganareeny. RY, Hotel Keeper, Lianwrst, Denbighshire. April 8, at 
Mit JoHN Watson, Plumber, South Shields. Mar. 30, at 11.30; New- 


castle-upon- 
Howarp, FREDERICK James, Grocer, 84 High-st., Chatham. Mar. 18, at 
, Ship Builders, 


11.30; Basinghall-st.; by adjt. from Feb. 15. 
JONES, Wiss BUCKLEY, & Henry Dermot DempsEy 
Lave Soom,” Gener B. eee Se April 8, at 11; Liverpool. 
Dealer, 29 Jewry-st., Aldgate. Mar. 31, at 12; 
PAPINEAU, one ange eal Works, Harrow 


Manufacturing Chemist, Chemical 
Stratford (W. ee a Mar. aot Basinghall-st. 
Parker, Georer, Copper Merchan' none" area (Sohn Parker & 
a Mar. 30, at 12; eared meee. 
PICKERING, WiuuaM, Bookseller, 177 Piccadilly. Mar. 29, at2; Basing- 
Ropinson, GEorGE JONATHAN, Merchant, Nottingham. May 3, at 11; 
Nottingham. 
Tuomas, Ricuarp, Ship Builder, Conway. Mar. 31, at 11; Liverpool. 
Taompson, Joun, Publican, Slip Inn, Stainmoor, Brough. Mar. 29, at 12; 
Newcastle-upon- 
Woopmancr, Gzones, Coal Monchat, Glamford Briggs, Lincolnshire. 


Mar. 30, at 12; Kingston-upon- 
Wootr, a, Smallware pecs wer Manchester. April 1, at 12; Man- 


chester, 
Fawar, Mar. 11, 1859. 


—— Tease Dosaaes, Tailor, 6 Middle-row, Knightsbridge. April 

4, at 

Batpwin, Henry, & Joun Batpwin, Tailors, 31 Cornhill, and of Tom’s 
Coffee-house, Cowper’s-ct., Cornhill, Tavern Keepers. April 4, at 2; Ba- 


ig mcd igh erwe Builders, Monkwearmouth 
, a3 previously advertised), by nie 
Newcastle-upon- 


Carrrr, Henny Joun, Lines Deeper, Farnham, Surrey. April 1, at 1.30; 


st. 
Cottins, Caantes, & Wittiam Freperice Cortins (0. & W. F. — 
Drapers, 21, 22, & 23 Lower Sloane-st. Mar. 22, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
(by adj. from Feb. 9). 
Dax, Witham ANSELL, Brickmaker, Hadlow House, Mayfield, and Money 
Scrivener, 18 New Bridge-st. Mar. 23, at 1.30; st. 
sq., Reading. Mar. 
wane Britannia Tavern, 4 Caroline-pl., City-rd. 


Morean, Henry oe ie Shipowner, 
22, at 1.30; 
Henry, 
April 4, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
URSE, Livery Stable-keeper, 22 Red Lion-yard, Old Cavendish- 
1, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 


st. A 
Pavitt, TLIAM, & DANIEL Pavrrt, 30 Alfred-st., Bow-rd., and GEORGE 
Paverr, Millers, Myddleton-rd., Kingsland-rd. (Pavitt & Co.) April 


ae an Basinghall-st. 
Gronce Browne, Builder, 11 Albert-st., Camden-town. April 1, 


at 12; ; Basinghall-st. 
Rosinson, Ricuarp, Wholesale Spirit & Bottle Beer Merchant, 14 King 
William-st., Strand. April 1, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 
SeEARD, James, Corn Factor, Huddersfield. April 5, at 11; Leeds. 
Lancashire. 


Tetiey, Jouw Humpureys, Brewer, Hindley, April 4, at 12; 
Manchester. 

Tuompson, Jons, Publican, Slip-inn, Stainmoor, Brough, Westmoreland. 
‘April 11, at 12 (instead of Mar. 29); Newcastle- 


upon- 

THorBurN, Joun, Bookbinder, 3 Pleydell-st., Fleet-st., and 51 Lower 
Stamford-st. April |, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, Mar. 8, 1859. 

Consrrt, Ricuaxp, Commission Agent, Kingston-upon-Hull. April 6, at 12; 
Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Frrepert, Ricnanp Tromas, Tailor, 6 Hanover-st., Hanover-sq. Mar. 29, 
at 2; Basinghall-st. 

o.* Wri1aM Stone (under the name of Witt1aM Hayes), Outfitter & 


Hatter, Liverpool. April 8, at 11 ; 
Hus, Cantus James , Grover, Mar. 31, at 11; Bir- 


mingham. 
a Guonce, Licensed Victualler, Sudbury. Mar. 30, at 1.30; Basing- 
st. 
Newsorp, Joun Davinson, Toyman, Lincoln. April 6, at 12; Kingston- 
upon-Thames. 
ee” Wrutam, Music Seller, Salisbury. Mar. 30, at 1; Basing- 


Rosents, Witt1am, Grocer, King’s Lynn. Mar. 30, at 11.30; awe gy, ar 
Somatvico, Vincent, Manufacturing Magan i Bn retne 
garden (Vincent Somalvico vico & Co.) Mar. 29, at 11.30; 
Tonks, Bensamin, Jeweller, Birmingham. Mar. Ay ‘at 1; 
West, Huwny, Uphoisterer, 14 & 15 ., and 8 Brixton-pl., Brix- 
ton. Mar. 31, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 
ee em Eastbourne, Sussex. Mar. 31, 
at 2; all-st, 
Woorr, Joux, jun., Smaliware Manufacturer, Manchester. Mar. 31, at 12; 
Manchester. 


Friar, Mar. 11, 1859. 
i Gzorce Exins, Boot & Shoe Shoe “Mamutncturer, Earl’s Barton, near 
April 4, at 12; Basinghall-st. 


see RicuagD Gomme Jowsn, Shoe Mercer, 3 Lilly Pot-lane, and 36 
Jewin-st. April 4, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
> neotenias Cheltenham. ts oe hed 3, Bristol. 
Danser, Wnssax, Travelling Comedian, late of Harrogate, Y poate, 
other , trading under the name or style of Pablo Fanque. 
April 19, at 11; Leeds. 
Kino, Cuantes, Silk Mercer, Newington-causeway. April 1, at 11.30; 
agate ia tes miele 
«ai ae 0 Hangha ? 
1LL1aM, Spade Manufacturer, Smethwick, Staffordshire, 
‘April {8, at 11; Birmingham, : 





To bé DELIVERED, unless APPEAL te duly entered. 


Tuespar, Mar. 8, 1859. 
grnd Geoncs (Blackham Brothers), Grocer, Birmingham. Mar, 4, 


pom on.  Goroterten Agent, Hephzibah-ter., Grange-rd., Dalston, ( 
ar. class. 
Cane, Josern, Licensed Victualler, Alcester, Warwickshire. Mar. 4, ist 


class. 
Poo Joun, General Dealer, New-st., Birmingham. Mar. 4, lst 


Depart Joserx, Grocer, Swinton, Wath-upon-! » Yorkshire. Feb. 26, 
2nd class, subject to a suspension of 21 days. 
Purn penn. Watch Maker, 18 Ludgate-hill, and Upper-st., Islington, 


Fisuer, eens Tailor, Birmingham. Feb. 28, Ist class. 
How, FREDERICK, ie pil be hag ene Kent. Mar. 3, 3rd class. 

URLCE, GEORGE & house coat, * 
Goer H+ 45 2 ne — "Feb. 23, 3rd class, after a suspension -of 
mon 

Honrer, Tomas, Grocer, Rochdale. Mar. I’, 3rd class. 
Mancuin, Emmanvet Marte, Tailor, 258 High-st., Exeter, trading under 
the name of George Carteret, and late of 5 Foley-pl., Cavendish-sq. Feb, 


24, 3rd class. 

Parker, Georce, Copper Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hill (John Parker & 
Son). Mar. 2, 3rd ¢ after a suspension of 21 days 

Paitrs, Henry, Draper, Cornbury-pl., Old Kent-ri, ‘and of North-at., 
Brighton. Mar. 1, 3rd class. 

Wits, WittuaM, Innkeeper, Melton Mowbray. Mar. 1, 3rd class. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors 

Tuespay, Mar. 8, 1859. 
Bromuam, Lovts, Butcher, Aldershot. Feb. 10. ‘Trustees, R. Beale, Miller, 
Frensham; H. White, Dealer, Broad Oak, Oldham. Sol. King, Basing. 


stoke. 

Retr, Witt1aM Henry, Chemist, 4 Granville-ter., Lewisham. Mar. 3, 
Trustee, T. Holder, Bottle Merchant, Cumberland-row, Walworth. Sol. 
Miller, 15 Clifford’s-inn. 

Rosinson, Witttam Henry, Grocer, Salford. Feb. 24. Trustee, J. Ent- 
wistle, Public Accountant, Manchester. Sol. Hewitt, Manchester. — 
SHEwsRooKs, Witt1aM, Builder, Taunton. Feb. 21. Trustees, J. E. Ger- 
maine, Timber Merchant, Bristol; R. Herniman, Timber Merchant, 

Taunton. Sol. Woodland, Taunton, 
Fripay, Mar. 11, 1859. 
Apams, NICHOLAS BartLett, Innkeeper, ” Weston-super-Mare. Mar. 5. 
. Richards, Fishmonger, Weston-super-Mare ; RL Wilcox, 
Potter, ‘Weston-super-Mare, Sol, Chapman, Weston-su 

CALKIN, James, Draper, Rothbury, Northumberland. F Trustees, 
8. Tetley, Merchant, Bradford ; and Others. Creditors pope nas 
May 21. Sol, Watson, Bradford. 

CremesHA, Joun, Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull. Feb.22. Trustees, J. 
M. Davy, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull; W. A. Ander- 
son, Banker’ 's Clerk, Kingston-upon-Hull. Sol. Holden, Kingston-upon- 
Hull. 


M‘PaRLIN, Patrick, Milliner, 91 Scotland-rd., Liverpool. Mar. 3. Trus- 
tees, W. Butterfield, Merchant, Piccadilly, Manchester-; J. Ww. Barry, 
Merchant, Mozley-st., Manchester. Sols. Chilton, 2 Orchard Hey, 
Walton-on-the-Hill. 

Prowp, Wit11aM, Innkeeper, Lobster House, Yorkshire. Feb. 19. Trustees, 
R. Skilbeck, Farmer, Bilton-grange, Yorkshire; R. Freer, Butcher, 
Bolton-le-Willows, Yorkshire. So/, Mann, 2 New-st., York. 

Smiru, Toes, Builder, Manchester. Feb. 19. Trustees, W. Worsley, 

, Stretford; J. Winfield, Plumber, Manchester. Sol. Pop- 
plewell, 7 ‘Town-hall-chambers, Essex-st., Manchester. 

Watper, Merrick, Draper, Hammersmith. Mar. 8. Trustees, W. H. 

, Market Gardener, Starch-green, Hammersmith ; T. W. Elstob, 
Warehouseman, Wood-st, Sol, Argles, 68 Cheapside. 

Warren, Ricnarp, Shopkeeper, St. Just, es es 1 Cornwall. Mar. 7. 
Trustees, J. Cock, Miner, J. M. Bromley, R. . M. Branwell, and T. H. 
Bodilly, jun., all of the Borough of Penzance. " Sol. Penzance. 

Wutt1ams, Evten, Coach Builder, Abergavenny, Monmouthshire. Mar, 2. 
Trustees, W. Price, Grocer, J. A. Lewis, Ironmonger, and J. Lodge, Car- 


bergavenny. Sol. Tomkins, Abergavenny. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
TurspayY, Mar. 8, 1859. 

ANGELL, Benepicr JoHN ANGELL, Gent., Rumsey eT (who 
died in or about ——— of Noy. 1856). Evans v. Angell, M. R. Last 
Day for Proof, A 8 

Baxiey, THomas, Pilot, Deal (who died in or about the month of Mar. 
1845). Gibbons and Others v. Hopper and Others, V.C. Wood. Last 
Day for Proof, April 11. 

Brapsnaw, Joun, Yeoman, Lamberhead-green, Lancaster (who died in or 

the month of April, 1856.) Bradshaw v. Bradshaw, V. C. Kin- 
Last Day for ', Mar. 26. 

ALRYMPLE, Geonek Hapinton, Lieutenant and Pa in her Ma- 
jesty’s 9st Regiment of Foot, late of the Pirseus, Greece (who died in or 
about themonth of June, 1856), Smith v. Dalrymple, V. ©. Stuart. Last 
Proof, April 11. 

Gasp, BAKER, Solicitor, svat. Abergavenny (who died in or about the 
month of Sept. 1858). Bera eS Vo Wood. Last 
Day for Jor Proof, Mer. 

Lea, Mary, Spinster, 5 tw hag Chester (who died in or about the month 
of a i856). Hill v. Weaver, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, 
Mar. 2 


Smiru, Jain aga Widow, ——— a i Borne (wh ) 
in Ape. 5 830); also Manta Sar nar phage 4 
(who died in Dec., 1851); and Poo * ee j Pom mene By 


merly a Major-General in the service of the Hon. East India Company, 


on their Bengal establishment, afterwards of Welli -8q-, Hast 
and mg yg oa ¢ py ay yng oe ilton v. Ellis ok 
Othe > April 12, 
eraser, Geonce, Gent., Chesterfield pat Lic! (who died on Jan. 10, 
wi agian, Ta ieuhold-Mghe high fine eo ken snd 
‘armer, -highway (w or ’ 
& Others e. Page & Another, V.C. Wood. Last Day 


Bikes 
mas, Cabinet, Maker , Lancaster. Wilcock & Another 9% 
Whore euguns, Cabinet Maker Last Day for Proof, April 11. 
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Fray, Mar. i, 1859. 
Agost?, Tuomas, Gent., 3 Walbrook-bldgs. (who died in or about the 
eye 1998). Kenrieh v. Aggett V. ©. Kindersley, Last Day 


BATOHELAR, . Henn’ Brockham-green, Betchworth (who died in 
Son. ye of 1857), Batohelar’ v. Batehelar, M.R. Last 

j ED > Auexaxves, K. K.C.B., Lieutenant-Colonel of 3rd 
Cavalry, 5 -pl., and 14 Wellington-rd., St. 

-wood (who died on or about 5th da day of Aug., 1850); and: of 
Eiza Sorat CamPnett, his Widow, late of Hawley-rd., Kentish- 


ain (who aaa on or about Dec. 3, 1852). Campbell and Another o. 
Campbell and Others, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 30. 
Corram & Hausen, , 2 Winsley-st., and 76 Oxford-st., 2 Tome at 


ferret ki . Cattam v. Hallen, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day 


lesale Tea Dealer, Cannon-st. (who died in May, 
e ig oo v be =o Vv. C. Kindersley. Last Day Proof, 


Jons, it., Ctown-st., Liverpool (who died on April 9, 1858). Re 
vay Bag yom Radalife & ancther, ofice of Registrar 


scat ta a 
Kix, THomas, Butcher, § shomeia’ (who on 
y. C. Kindersley. rte Lie April 15. 
Puan, Joun, Gent., 157 a bane who died in or about the month of 
ey, A oon v, Pugh phen others, V. ©. Stuart. Last Day for 


Awe Esq., Bramley-hall, Handsworth, Yorkshire (who died 
m or about Dec. 4, 1846). Weldon v. Hoyland, V. C. Kindersley. Last 
Day for Proof, April 11. 


EBindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Friwar, Mar. 11, 1859. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Buris#, Cotontat, & Foreicn Bogan COMPANY. —Creditors to come in 
and proye their debts before V. C. K ley, at his Ch 
& Sours American Company.—The Master of the Rolls will, on 
. 16, at 12, at his Chambers, make a call on the Contributories of 


per Share. 
whaten and Soura American Company.—The Master of the Rolls 
orders, oe. 21, a Call of £5 per share. 
St. GEORGE Benerir Buiwpine Socrery.—V. C. Kindersley orders, on 
Mar. 17, a Call of £8 per share to be made on all the Contributories. 
LimiTep, in BansRuprey. 
HenezarorD Hatt Dintnea Company (Limrrep).—Com. Fonblangué will, 
on April 12, at 1, at Basinghall-st., settle the list of Contributories. 


Seoteh Sequestrations: 
TorspaY, Mar. 8, 1859, 
Feravson, Wittiam, Boot & Shoe Maker; Coupar Angus, Perthshire. 
Mar, 17, at 12; Strathmore-arms-hotel, Coupar Angus. Seg. Mar. 4. 
LaibLaw, Georae (G. & J. Laidlaw), Farmer, Contin, and Leserene, eo. 
Ross. Mar. 16, at 12; National-hotel, Dingwall. Seq. Mar. | 
— gt dade & Tuomas NIvEN (D. Niven & Sons), Blacksmiths, Spring- 
field-pl., Glasgow. Mar. 15, af 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glas- 
gow. .» Mar, 5. 
Swanson, Join SinctAtr, Farmer, A ay Caithness. Mar. 17, at 12; 
Bain’s Royal-hotel, Thurso. 
Witson, Rosert, Flesher, Nelson- 5 Edinburgh. Mar. 14, at 12; 
Stevenson’s Sale-rooms, St. ‘Andrew’s-sq,, Edinburgh. Seq. Mar. 3. 
Friar, Mar. 11, 1859. 


Buack, Wiit1aM, Wholesale Provision Merchant, East Howard-st., Glas- 
gow. Mar. 18, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl. Seq. Mar. 9. 

Surra, James BARCLAY, Watchmaker & Jeweller, Cumnock, presently Pri- 
soner in the Prison of Ayr. Mar. 21, at 12; Dumfries Arms-inn, Cum- 
nock. Seg. Mar. 9, 

Warnock, Wiii1aM, sometime 
87 Stobeross-st., thereafter as Spirit Merchant at 82 North-st., and 
presently at 15 itichard-st Mar. 18, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’ S- 
pl, Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 7. 


—_——— 


7 1858). Ellis v. Kirk, 








Grocer, 336 St. Vincent-st., Glasgow, and 








Price One Shilling, 


HE LAW of FAIRS and MARKETS, by 
Freperie Strswart Mac Gacuen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
London: James Cornish, 297, Holborn, W.C. 


PELICAN 
LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1797, 
70, Lombard-street, City, and 57, Charing Cross, Westminster. 


DIRECTORS 





Octavius E. Coope, Es Henry Lancelot Holland, Esq. 
William Cotton, D.C. L. F.R.S. William James Lancaster, Esq. 
John Davis, Eat John Lubbock, Esq., F.R.S. 





Benjamin Shaw, “+ 
Matthew Whiting, Esq 
M. Wyvill, Jun., Esq., M. Pp. 


Walter Fuller, Esq. 
Kirkmas i. maclgone, vena Bea, M P. 
This Company offers me 
COMPLETE 


SEOURITY. 
MODERATE RATES of Premium with Participation in Four-fifths or 
per cent. of the Profits. 


LOW RATES without Participation of the Profits, 
a LOANS 
in Cotinection with Life Assurance, op approved security, in sums of not 
ess than £500. io 
MUS, 


OF 1861. 
CTES effected prior to the Ist July, 1861, on the Bonus Scale 
Py meg will participate in next Division of Profits. 


TEETH. 


NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
GUMS, and PALATES; composed of substances better suited, che- 
y and mechanically, for securing @ fit of the most unerring accuracy, 
without which desideratum teeth can never be but a souree of 
annoyance. No springs or wires of any description. From the flexibility 
of the agent employed pressure is entirely obviated, stumps are rendered 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
the best quality, yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 
Messrs. GABRIEL, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 

33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
(particularly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
134, Duke-street. Consultation gratis. 

“ Messrs. Gabriel’s improvements are truly important, and will repay & 
visit to their establishments; we have seen testimonials of the highest 
order relating thereto.” —** Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857. 

Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 





which are injurious. 
TEETH. 
“NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STREET, GROSVENOR-SQUARE, 
(Removed from 61). 


Her MAsesty’s Rorau Letrers Patent. 
WLY-1 INVENTED ‘APPLICATION of CHE- 
MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the construction of 
Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Palates. 
MR. EPHRAIM MOSELY, SURGEON-DENTIST, 
9, LoWER GROSVENOR-STREET, 
SOLE INVENTOR 45D PATENTEE. 
A new, original, and invaluabl isting in the adaptation, 
with the most absolute periection and success, of CHEMICALLY-PRE- 
PARED WHITE and GUM-COLOURED INDIA-RUBBER, as a lining to 
the gold or bone frame. 
The extraordinary results of this application ae be briefly noted ina 
few of their most rn cong features :—-All sharp edges are avoided ; no 
spring wires or fastenings are required; a greatly increased freedom of 
suction is supplied ; a natural ‘elasticity, hitherto wholly unattainable, and 
a fit, perfected with the most unerring accuracy, are secured; while ~. 
the softness gnd flexibility of the agent employed, the greatest support 
given to the adj teeth when !oose or rendered tender by the orp 
tion of the gums. e acids of the mouth exert no agency on the 
=prepared India-rubber, and, as it is a non-conductor, fluids pee any 
temperature may be retained in the mouth, all unpleasantness of smell and 
taste being at the ame time wholly provided against by the peculiar nature 
of its preparation. 








TEETH. 


9, GEORGE-STREET, nee and 513, NEW OXFORD 


HE inconveniences usnally ; attending the ordinary 
plans of FIXING ARTIFICIAL TEETH have been entirely obviated 
» Mr. A. FRESCO’S invaluable discovery in replacing them with FLEX- 
IBLE GUMS; they require no Springs, nor Wires; the fit ry the most 
roe. accuracy; and from the flexibility and softness of the Agent 
employee, ,» pressure upon the gums and adjoining teeth and roots is avoided, 
if loose, rendered firm and useful in mastication, while they cannot be: 
detected by the keenest observer. Mr. A. FRESCO is duly recognised (and 
recommended) by Dr. Edward Cock, present principal of Guy's 
Hospital, and by many other Medical men of eminence, who have 
certified that “‘he has been found skilful and competent in every particular 
to practise as a Surgeon-Dentist.” Consultation free (daily). 
9, GEORGE-STREET, HANOVER-SQUARE, and 513, NEW CXFORD- 
STREET, next Mudie’s Library. 





REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES, 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Cuatzman—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of London. 
Deputy-CaaiRMAN—Nassau W. Senior, Esq., late Master in Chancery. 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exch for Reversi 'y and Contingent Interests. 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the Office, 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 








ESTABLISHED 1800. 


O EXECUTORS, SOLICITORS, and OTHERS, 
F. G. JOHNS, House and Estate Agent, Appraiser, &c., No, 79, 
Great Queen-street, Lincoln's-inn-fields. Valuations made for Adminia- 
tration and Probate Duty on advantageous terms. Rerits 
recovered. Stocks, Furniture, &c,, purchased to any amount or ex- 
changed 


EXPLOSION OF STEAM BOILERS. 


PATENT for an ALARM WHISTLE WATER 
TAUGE, for the effectual prevention of explosion of Steam Boilers 
by shortness of water, in whole, or part, to be disposed of, or arrangements 
made on remunerative terms for manufacturing the same. 
the great number of steam boilers in use, it is fully anticipated there will 
be a large demand for this invention, which is simple in construction, self- 
acting, inexpensive, and addresses itself to the eye and ear. It is much 
— of by both practical and scientific persons, and is in active 
operation. 
Apply to Anthony Carr, Esq., 25, Rood-lane, London, where farther par- 








woanar TUCKER, Secretary and Actuary, 





ticulars may be obtained and testimonials seen, Agents wanted. 
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O BE SOLD, pursuant to a decree of the High 
Court of Chancery, made in a cause *‘ BERNARD v. ABBOTT,” by 
MESSRS. BEADEL & SONS, at the AUCTION MART, BARTHOLOMEW- 
LANE, in the City of LONDON, on TUESDAY, the 29th day of MARCH, 
1859, at TWELVE, for ONE O'CLOCK in the afternoon, with the approba- 
tion of Vice- Chancellor Sir Richard Torin Kindersley, the Judge to whose 
Court the said cause is attached, in three Lots, the following Freehold and 
Copyhold Property ; that is to say— 
Lot 1. A FREEHOLD and COPYHOLD ESTATE (almost heari 
redeemed from Land Tax), known as the “ Greenwood Estate,” situate in 
parish of — in the County of Southampton, comprising @ brick- 
it and tiled family residence, with the homestead and appurtenances, 
325a. 3r. 8p. of aahin pentane, and woodland, lying within a ring fence, 
een into enclosures. 

2. Twoenclosures of Accommodation Land, copyhold of the Manor of 
"s Waltham, and three allotments adjoining the same, and abutting 
road at the northern extremity of Lot 1, and containing 15a. lr.37p., 
reabouts: 

3. Three allotments, at present unenclosed, situate on Durley 
Common, abutting on the road, and opposite to Lot 2, and containing 
3a. 2r. 9p., or thereabouts. 

The property may be viewed by permission of the tenants, and printed 
particulars and conditions of sale may be had (gratis) with lithographic 
plans of the estate, of Messrs. Capron, Brabant, Capron, & Dalton, Savile- 
place, New Burlington-street, London ; of Messrs. Coverdale, Lee, Purvis, 
& Collyer, No. 4, Bedford-row ; at the Mart ; and of Messrs. Beadel & Sons, 
No. 25, Gresham-street, London, E.C. 

FREDce. E. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 


ha BE SOLD, pursuant to a Decree of the High 

Court of Chancery, made in a cause of “ COTTAM v. HALLEN,” 
by MR. GEORGE ROBINSON, on TUESDAY, the 5th day of APRIL, 1859, 
at TWELVE for ONE O’CLOCK in the afernoon, with the approbstion of 
Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Torin Kindersley, the reg to whose = oe 
the said cause is attached, at No. 76, Oxford-street, in the county of 
Middlesex, in one lot. 

The LEASEHOLD MESSUAGE or TENEMENT, with the appurtenances, 
situate No. 76, Oxford-street aforesaid, together with the several tenants 
fixtures and fittings therein, the property of the vendors. 

Printed particulars and conditions of sale may be had (gratis) of Mr. 
Kinsey, Solicitor, 9, bea yes ¥ co London ; of Messrs. Dunn & 
Surtees, Solicitors, Raymond-buildings, Grays’-inn, London; of Messrs. 
Harding, Pullein, & Co., Accountants, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn; and of 
the Auctioneer, No. 21, Old Bond-street.—Dated this 5th day of March, 
1859, FREDc, E. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 


BEERS 


; fa 








ADVOWSON OF TARRANT HINTON, Dorset. 
ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, and OAKLEY, 


have received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, near 
the Bank of England,on WEDNESDAY, APRIL 20, 1850, instead of 23rd 
the ADVOWSON of TARRANT 


for the residence of a good family. The glebe contains 82 acres, 

and the tithes have been commuted at £335 per annum. The present 
incumbent is in his 42nd year. 

particulars will shortly appear; and information in the mean- 

Th Coom! » Solicitor, Dorchester; of 

i . Galsworthy, Solicitors, 12, Old "Jewry Chambers; and of 

Messrs. Daniel cig Son, & Oakley, Land Agents and Surveyors, 10, 





, 
CHAMBERS IN THE ADELPHI 


R. GEORGE BERRY is instructed, by the admi- 
nistrator of the late Miss Roe, to SELL by AUCTIO at the MART, 
on TUESDAY, MARCH 15th, at TWELVE for ONE o" —. those desirable 
and conveniently arranged suit of chambers on the first floor of No. 19, 
Buc -street, Adelphi ; let on lease at £55 per annum; held for 33 
years at £7 a year; also the complete suite of chambers on the second floor 
of eae 1, James-street, Adelphi, held for eight years at £7, and let on 
lease for the whole term at £30 per anuum. 

May be viewed by permission of the respective tenants, and particulars 
had at the Mart; of F. Herbert, Esq., 20, Royal Avenue-terrace, 8,W.; of 
C. 0. Hoare, Esq., 4, Essex-court, Temple, E.C.; and of the Auctioneer, 
8a, Motcombe-street, Belgrave-square, S.W. 





TWICKENHAM.—The important estate known as Twickenham Meadows, 
opposite to Richmond. 


Cambridge, comprising 
an elegant villa residence and about thirty acres of land, with an exten- 
sive frontage to the river. 


yee RUSHWORTH & JARVIS beg to notify 
to the numerous applicants that they are now instructed by t! 
Sak Veneee to tints has he BALE Oe neni etek on 
take place at the MART, on FRIDAY, MARCH 25th, unless 
offer be previously made by private treaty. The property is 
approached by lodge entrance from the main road leading from Richmond 
to Twickenham, and extends from thence to the river, to which it possesses 
& frontage of nearly half-a-mile, and from its unrivalled situation, combined 
with the facility of communication with the the estate is parti- 
eularly eligible for spn ee eee © wre ere 


additional detached 
ofa building ye sp 


aan ee Sere of oe 2 ae 


i 


oo Fl gro yf ewman, 8, Carey-street, Lincoln's-inn ; 
and at the elices of Messrs, Rushworth & Serie, Savile ror, Regen street, 
and 19, Change-alley, Cornhill, of whom cards to view the property may 


CHELSEA INVESTMENT. 


‘R. GEORGE BERRY is instructed, by the admin 
nistrator of the late Miss Roe, to SELL by AUCTION , atthe 

opposite the Bank of England, on TUESDAY, MARCH th, at 

for ONE o'clock, a well-built and convenient HOUSE, containing 8 & rooms, 

with garden, being No. 46, Smith-street, King’s-road, Chelsea, in hand, 

but of the annual value of £35, held for 35 years at £4 10s. ground-rent, 


20, Royal Avenue-terrace, King’s-road, Chelsea, S.W.; of C, 0, 
Esq., 4, Essex-court, Temple, E.C.; and of the ‘Auctioneer, 8a, Motcombe. 
street, ‘Belgrave-square, S.W. 





Just published, Second Edition, feap. 8vo, cloth, 12s. 6d., Boe! 
O*; POISONS, IN RELATION TO MEDICAL 
ot 5 ‘ydeecamnamiees AND MEDICINE. By ALFRED S. TAYLOR, 

om By the same Author, 
MANUAL OF MEDICAL JURISPRUDENCE. 
Sixth Edition, fcap. 8vo, cloth, 12s. 6d. 
London: Joun Cuurcuit,, New Burlington-street. 





Now published, price 6d., which will be allowed to purchasers, 


A CATALOGUE of LAW BOOKS published 
during the last 40 years in the United States of America, and 
which are now on sale by 
Trisner e Co., 60, Paternoster-row, London’. 


THE BENCH AND THE BAR. 


A Series of PHOTOGRAPHIC PORTRAITS of EMINENT LAWYERS 
with Biographical Notices. 


ORD JUSTICE SIR J. L. KNIGHT BRUCE, 


(By Jonn Watkins.) With Biographical Notice. Price 4s. Neatly 
framed, 7s. 6d. Now ready. 


ICE-CHANCELLOR SIR WILLIAM PAGE 


WOOD. (By Joun Warxtns.) With Biographical Notice. Price 4s, 
Neatly framed, 7s. 6d. Now ready. 


IR HUGH M. CAIRNS, M.P., Solicitor-General. 
(By Jonn Watkins.) With Biographical Notice. Price 4s. Neatly 


framed, 7s. 6d. Now ready. 
D. HILL, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of Birmingham. 
e (By Beatriz.) ith Biographical Notice. Price 4s. Neatly 
framed, 7s. 6d. Now ready. 
Several other Portraits in ration. 
Any of the above sent post free on receipt of the price in postage stamps. 


Mason & Co., 7, Amen Corner, Paternoster-row; and all Booksellers. 








LAW.—GREAT REDUCTION. 
Cas for COPYING and ENGROPSING — 
8. d. 


Bente Caled cobeceecvesceseceses sees 1 6 per 20 folios 
Sevacecsanrercceneccceseusce 0 6 per sheet. 

Bret Fair and Attested Copies ....«+.. 0 1 per folio. 

Deeds Engrossed, Rou Round-hand .......... 2 6 per 20 folios. 


No charge for paper. 
Accounts delivered quarterly. 
Kine & Co., Law Stationers, 3, Staple-inn-buildings, Staple-inn, London, 


pee SCOTCH TWEED and ANGOLA SUITS, 
at 47s., 50s., 55s., 60s., and 63s., made to order from materials all 
wool and thoroughly shrunk, by B. BENJAMIN, Merchant and Family 
Tailor, 74, Regent-street, W., are better value than can be procured at any 
other house in the kingdom. The Two-Guinea Dress and Frock Coats, 
the Guinea Dress Trousers, and the Half-Guinea Waistcoat. N.B. A per- 
fect fit guaranteed. 








ROMOTER LIFE ASSURANCE and ANNUITY 

COMPANY, 9, Chatham Place, New Bridge Street, London. 
Established in 1826. Subscribed Capital, £240,000. : 
DIRECTORS. 

| Groner J. Saaw Lerevae, Esq. 
Rosert Pak, Esq. 
Samus. Smita, Esq. 
Le MaRcHaNntT ‘Tuomas, Esq 


Tuomas Frecp Grsson, Esq. 

Tue Rr. Hon. Sin W. @. HAYTER, 
Barr., M. P. 

FREDERICK HAtser Janson, Esq. 
CHARLEs Jounston, Esq. 


TRUSTEES. 
* Sir John G. Shaw tahoe, noe. F.R.S. Chas. Johnston, Esq. 
ohn Deacon, Esq. 
This Society effects every ee of Life Assurance, both on the bonus 
and non-bonus systems, Its non-bonus rates are ren tame than those 
of most offices, and the following are specimens of the additions which have 
been made to the beneficial policies. 


Bonusadded. Sum 


Policy date, Sum assured, yable at death 
1839 £797 6 6 197 6 6 
1841 500 104 17 604 17 
1843 Bd 104 5 2 604 5 2 
1847 141 ™ 4 1141 12 4 
A division of On of profs ta fagand pores every five years, and officers in the army 
and navy, diseased persons going out of ee, are also 
on moderate terms. 
Prospectuses with further particulars may be obtained at the office. 


MICHAEL SAWARD, Secretary. 









Commission allowed to Solicitors for introducing Life business: 10 per 
Cent. on the first payment, and 5 per Cent. on renewals, 


May be viewed, and particulars had at the Mart; of F. Herbert, Esq, . 
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§opscRIBERS’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWIN' 
norma tag JOURNAL anp REPORTER, pay aie 
“RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
‘4s. 62. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls, 83d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
yor 36 #ramps. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
TO BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 
Tae SoLicirors’ JouRNAL & ReEporTER és published every 
Saturday morning in time for the early trains, and may be 
_ procured direct from the Office, or through any Bookseller or 
News Agent, on the day of publication. 
Subscribers are informed that the Subscription for Vol. 3 is now 
due. The amount is 21. 12s. per annum for the JOURNAL 
anp REPORTER, and 11. 14s. 8d., for the JOURNAL, WITHOUT 
Rerorts, which includes all Supplements, Title, and Index, §c. 
ge. Post Office Orders crossed “ § Co.,” should be made payable 
to Wirt1amM Draper, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, at the 
* Branch MonEY-ORDER OFFICE, CHANCERY-LANE, W.C. 


In answer to numerous applications from Subscribers desirous of 
making up their Sets of the WEEKLY ReportTeER, the Pub- 
lisher begs respectfully to announce, that the whole of the back 
numbers are now reprinted, and that all the Volumes are on 


sale. The first four vol can be supplied at a very reduced 
price. 


lax—A person charged with an offence in Scotland, and a 
verdict returned of “ Not Proven,” is not liable to be arraigned 
a second time for the same offence. 
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CURRENT..TOPICS, 


The Bill of the Lord Chancellor for providing accom- 
modation for. the Courts of Equity, and that of Lord 
John Manners for providing a’site for the Court of Pro- 
bate, will scarcely be considered as satisfactory, either by 
the public or the profession. As tending to perpetuate 
the separation of courts, they ought to be vigorously 

isted. To place the Probate Court: at Doctors’ 
Commons is against the whole policy of the recent Acts 
establishing the Probate and Divorce Courts. With re- 
gard to the fund out of which it has been proposed to 
eréct new courts of law and equity in one locality, we 
are quite unable to understand on what grounds the 
Chancellor considers it as property belonging to the 
Court of Chancery. But, supposing that were so, the 
next question would be, to whom does the Court of 
Chatcery'belong? Surely to the public at large, and 
not to the suitors. 


The two Bankruptcy Bills have each achieved another 
of their ess. ‘The Lord Chancellor’s Debtor 
Creditor Bill ‘has passed the third reading in the 
Upper House, and Lord John Russell’s measure a second 
eading in the Lower. The prospects of the latter are 
pat more and more clear. Its principles are 
ably strongly supported in the Commons, where a 
ition to set aside the rival Bill in its favour is 
t. Its supporters seem averse to the plan of 
referring both Bills to a special committee, and if 
that plan is not adopted, the chances are vastly in 
favour of Lord John Ruseell’s measure. The division, 
om Thursday, on the clauses relating to the official 
assignees in the Lord Chancellor's Bill, shows that the 
k pg to the same clauses in Lord’ John Russell's 
hot be insurmountable. 

There pears to be little doubt that the Solicitor- 
General's Landed Estates Bills will become law this 
Mision; unless, indeed, the opposition which they are 
expected to meet with in the House of Lords from Lord 

has an effect which Mr. Malins has failed 


by his 1 and varied experience, both as a convey~- 
ancer and a leading counsel in Court, is qualified, 
beyond any other member of the House, to pro- 
nounce an opinion upon the merits of the scheme in 
uestion ; and his detailed and able statement, on Tues- 

y evening, of the difficulties which attend legislation 
on the subject, and of what he considered to be defects 
in Sir Hugh, Cairns’ measure, would probably have 
proved a very serious impediment to the further progress 
of the Bills, if the House had not been so resolutely 
bent upon their unqualified adoption. Possibly Lord 
St. Leonards will not be more successful in the 
Lords. It is certainly to be regretted that .Parlia- 
ment should thus accept with implicit trust a scheme 
of such magnitude, ,.Among.conveyancers and others in 
both branches of the profession, including many of those 
who are not opposed to the principle of a Landed Estates 
Court, numerous practical objections to Sir H. Cairns’ 
proposition have been started; while a.strong feeling 
exists generally against the cumbrous machinery of the 
Registry Bill, even among those who are favourable to 
a of title. It is to be hoped, therefore, that, 
although the House of Lords should do nothing else, it 
may at least substitute some ae of local registry in 
place of the proposed metropolitan office, not the least 
evil of which would be the enormous and expensive 
system of centralization which it involves, without any 
occasion or advantage whatever. 

< ————_——>—_——— 
. OFFICIAL TRUSTEES. 

Mr. Rochfort Clarke, in a letter to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, calls attention to the present anomalous position 
of trustees, who are desirous, and entitled, to be dis- 
charged from their trusts, where no new trustees satis- 
factory to the Court can be found. In such a case, even 
though an order has been made for the discharge of a 
trustee, and the appointment of another in his place, it may 
—and, in fact, sometimes does—appear that, owing to the 
peculiarly complicated or onerous character of a trust, 
a trustee is unable to find such a substitute as the Court 
will accept. In theory, indeed, it is not his‘ duty to 
procure a substitute ; but, practically, notwithstanding 
the order of the Court declaring that a trustee is enti- 
tled to be relieved of the trust, he remains burdened 
with it until somebody else accepts the trust, with the 
sanction of the Court. ‘Mr. Clarke proposes as a remedy 
the appointment of a Trustee-General, or an Official 
Trustee, in whom, or the Accountant-General, according 
to the quality of the estate, it should at once vest, in 
such a case. 

While admitting the existence of the evil, which he 
points out in a very perspicuous manner, we object, for 
divers reasons, to his proposed cure, which, in truth, 
differs very little from the scheme propounded to the 
Law Amendment Society two years ago by Mr. Ser- 
jeant Woolrych. It would be possible, no doubt, to 
afford relief to a trustee under the circumstances, by 
vesting the trust property in the Court, or in one of its 
officers ; but the relief of the trustee is not the only 
consideration to be kept in view. If it were, the easiest 
mode of discharging him from all future liability and 
trouble would be, to make an order simply to that effect. 
There must be some one, however, to represent the trust 
estate. To talk of the Court of Chancery doing so is 
to use words without any definite meaning. It would 
be a waste of time to argue that the Court could assume 
neither the active duties nor the, necessary personality 
of a trustee. Mr. Clarke, then, would make us resort 
toa Trustee-General or an official trustee. Another 
invocation of officialism,—of late years, the invariable 
Deus ex machind, in our legislation! By the time that 
the State has undertaken to investigate all our titles, to 
‘draw all our conveyances and wills, to be the arbitrator 
of all our disputes, and the administrator of the estates 





fo produce in the House of Commons. Mr. Malins, 
No, 116. 


of all our debtors and deceased persons, such a pro 
sition as Mr. Clarke’s may pushy receive thvoaretle 
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consideration from those competent to nde of it; but 
we earnestly hope not before then. We are not told 
whether the pro new officials should be paid 
salaries out of the Consolidated or Suitors’ Fee Fund, 
or by costs out of the trust estates under their manage- 
ment. There is no imaginable ground for the former 
Serene The latter remains to be considered. As 
to this, the first thing that strikes one is, that where the 
trust estate is so small or so encumbered as to be inca- 
pable of paying such costs, it would be just as difficult 
to procure an official trustee as it is now an ordinary 
trustee. In such cases, ordinarily, neither one nor the 
other could ‘be induced to accept the trust, except in a 
purely nominal manner, and on such terms as to make 
the trustee a mere cypher for any useful purpose, while 
ractically he must be an impediment to every proceed- 
an ina suit. Moreover, where there is no property, 
or none to pay the costs of litigation, it is evident that a 
trustee has not now much to fear, having obtained 
an order of the Court that he is entitled to be 
dischar, from his trusteeship. Being freed by 
@ judicial declaration from any possibility of ques- 
tion as to his fiduciary conduct, and there being no 
property in respect of which he may be called upon to 
ischarge the duties of his office on any future occasion, 
his position can hardly be regarded as one of much risk, 
even though nobody else is willing to occupy it. Even 
if it were otherwise, there is no reason why he should 
be relieved of such risk—considering that it was under- 
taken voluntarily and for no public object—at the ex- 
pense of the other suitors of the Court of Chancery, or 
of the tax-paying community. We admit, however, 
that cases have not unfrequently come before the Court 
where there was sufficient property to secure a trustee 
against loss, but it has been impossible to find any one 
willing to ans the trust: because, by doing so, he would 
expose himself to considerable anxiety and some risk 
without any remuneration. The aig vod remedy in such 
cases appears to us far simpler and less expensive than 
the appointment of an official trustee, and ‘‘an officer 
for the > ee of such trust estates,” as proposed 
y Mr. Clarke. The Trustee Relief Act (10 & 11 
ict. c. 96) gives all the relief that can well be desired 
by any trustee of money or stock. There are, however, 
many other kinds of property to which the Act does not 
apply. Where such property, e.g. land, or railway, 
mining, or any other shares, is the subject of a trust, 
and it is impossible to procure a new trustee without 
remuneration, why should not the Court have the power 
to make a s cial order, fixing a certain annual sum, 
or a scale of fees, for his payment? Why should not 
the persons beneficially entitled have a voice in the 
matter, subject to the control of the Court? Who can 
say that their interests would be better, or less expen- 
sively attended to by a department and officer of the 
Court of Chancery than by a person chosen or 
approved of by themselves and the Court? In truth, 
it is very much like the question of the official assignee 
in bankruptcy over again, but in a less debateable form. 
A few practitioners and officials of the bankruptcy 
courts, and one or two noble lords, who draw the most 
curious inferences from v 
trade assi , stick to the notion that those tribunals 
could not be wholesomely relieved of the superabundant 
officialism under which they now groan. Everybody 
else who has any interest in the matter has come to the 
opposite conclusion; and there are many additional 
arguments applicable to our present subject which will 
themselves to the mind of any lawyer who 
for five minutes upon Mr. Clarke’s pro for 
official trustees or a Trustee-General. it ere are 
cases—and we believe there are—where a trustee, such 
as the Court would approve, cannot be induced to under- 
take a trust without payment, it surely would be much 
better to enable the Court to give him proper remune- 
ration, than to introduce a new bureau into Chancery, 


ague recollections of the old. 


Justice and expediency require that any trustee 
has not misconducted himself should be allowed pa 
from a trust when he wishes to do so, and if nobody 
else will undertake the duty for nothing, there is no 
reason why some one should not be paid when there is 
money to pay him; but we protest against a creation 
of a new set of officials, and a new public office, to do 
what may be done much better, as well as infinitely 
more to the satisfaction of all parties interested, bya 
far ~— and cheaper process, which, moreover, would 
have the advantage of being more congenial to our 
national habits, and of wees § yon to that officiou 
and bureaucratic spirit, which threatens to become the 
legislative vice of the age. 

. Clarke’s project is not so sworn because not 
so logical, as that of Mr. Serjeant Woolrych. One pro. 
poses to use the official trustee as a ‘substitute, ani 
only in cases where a trustee is entitled and desirous to 
be discharged ; the other, with more show of 
would make the official trustee capable of being 
appointed to a trust originally. Mr. Clarke argues from 
the interest of the trustee; the learned serjeant from 
that of the cestui que trusts.. The former thinks that 
the State should provide a substitute for trustees when 
they want to retire; the latter wishes for a public office 
where all the trust property of the kingdom might be 
administered, where—to use his own words—not only 
a trustee, but an executor “appointed by the Govem- 
ment, should always be found prepared to execute the 
duties assigned to fie by Parliament and the public at 
large.” Such is the logical development of the scheme 
which we have been oueniering 5 eat we think that, 
much as State interference has been in vogue of late 
years amongst certain of our law reformers, the Legisla- 
ture is not yet prepared for such a measure as that sug- 
gested by Mr. Clarke, to say nothing of the more 
magnificent scheme of Serjeant Woolrych. 





BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 


v. 

In remodelling the constitution, and settling the 
practice of the proposed new court, great care is requir 
site, in order, on the one hand, not to favour the e- 
cessive officialism recognised by the present law, and on 
the other, not to return to the laxity and want of 
uniformity which prevailed under the old 
Prior to: Lord Brougham’s Reform in 1832, there was 
no proper judicial control in bankruptcy proceedings; 
matters appertaining to the Court or Commissioner 
were left to the votes of the creditors, and the assignees 
dealt with the funds in the way most in with 
their own personal interest and advantage. To the 
extent to which this evil was felt, we may, perhaps, 
attribute the course of legislation since this period, 
which has carried us to the other extreme, ye 
from the creditors what is properly within 
province, and entrusting everything to the Court and 
its officials, Creditors now complain of excessive fane- 
tionaryism, and that bankrupt’s estates are swallowed 
i Aas court fees, per-centages to officials, and solicitors 
charges; and we think they have ground for con- 
tending that sufficient discrimination was not used in 
framing the present system. It, therefore, becomes the 
duty of the Legislature, in considering the provisions f 
a new statute, to examine carefully both ts of the 
question, and endeavour to hit the true medium, 
such alterations as will restore the creditors to 
proper position, but leaving the functions of the Court, 
as a judicial tribunal, unsestricted and 

In considering the constitution of the Court, we do 
not propose to deal with the question of — 
neither of the Bills provides for any material 
of the law; but we may remark, that appeals up? 

uestions of certificate 





and a new batch of formal parties into Chancery suits. 


the commissioners to avail themselves of the 


the provision of Lord John Russell's  — 









BR OR Pet ay a ee eee ae 
































Bieer reesei 





z8 

















e 











z 








3 

















BEER? 























FEE 2. 








| 














£5? 





























ESbekices 





























7 
= 





4 





a 
& 





BB 
2.8 & 





¥ 








] 







cies 






Lae 
—) 






ne 


ee 






a 
3 







aut 





5 
g 







eck 





Fete 
£ 





2, 









tila? fe 














_ ‘these offices may be safely abolished or not, we think 







| ee whole duties as now performed, and we feel 











Maz. 19, 1859. THE, SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 363 
of commercial men as assessors, be adopted, and it is | aptitude for business will interfere to their 
chiefly upon applications for certificate that the decisions i to those now 


of the Appeal Court have been considered most open to 
n. 


With reference to the existing officers of the Court, 
both Bills propose to dispense with the broker, whose 
t is universally admitted to be unnecessary ; 
the Government Bill also provides for the abolition of 
the office of registrar of meetings in London. 
© With to the offices of the accountant in bank- 
‘ruptcy and the messengers, Lord John Russell’s Bill 
vides for their entire abolition; whilst. the Lord 
Thanesilor’s measure proposes that, on the occurrence 
of vacancies, inquiries shall be instituted as to the nature 
and extent of their duties, and that the Lord Chancellor 
shall then determine whether the respective offices shall 
be continued or abolished; and provision is also made for 
a similar inquiry as to the taxing master. As Parlia- 
ment possesses ample materials for determining whether 


the constitution of the Courts should be established by 
the Legislature, and proper machinery provided at once, 
rather than leave such an important change, as is in- 
volved in the abolition of these offices, to future inquiry 
and the determination of the Chancellor for the time 


pene. 
e do not intend to search into the mysteries of the 
accountant’s office, which costs the suitors £6520 per 
annum, but we may state, that from the opinions ex- 
, by those who are best able to judge, we consider 
the office may be safely abolished, and that the 
Chief Registrar, with the assistance of two or three ad- 
ditional clerks, will have no difficulty in discharging all 
a ap duties belonging to it. 

We think the taxing master should be retained, un- 
less it can be satisfactorily shown that the registrars in 
London are able to attend to the taxation of costs in 
addition to their other duties. If this be established, 
the office may be abolished, and the taxation of costs in 
a cases sent to the registrars of Courts from which 

appeals come. _ 

With regard to the messengers, it appears from recent 
returns, that their salaries amount in many cases to 
more than those of the registrars and official assignees, 
who are very superior to them both in station and by 
education, and if the office is to be retained, the rate of 
eyment should be reduced at least one half; we do not, 

owever, consider that there is any necessity to continue 
the messengers as officers of the Court, but a moderate 
compensation should be paid to them, and those amongst 
them whose ability and conduct deserve it, will, we have 
no doubt, be employed by the official assignee and the 
ereditor’s assignee when they require assistance, in seiz- 
ing the bankrupt’s estate, or in any other duties of a 
— nature to those which the messengers now per- 


The most important question arises with reference to 
the future position and duties of the official assignee ; 
but we need not discuss this subject at any great 

as both the Bills before Parliament provide, in 

effect, that the creditors may, at their option, continue 
or determine the official ee’s services at the first 
Meeting. The entire abolition of the office has been 
advocated ; but in this we cannot concur, as it is most 
important that there should be an officer of the Court 
to step into the possession of the bankrupt’s 
the moment. after adjudication. The official 
assignees are especially fitted to perform this duty, for 
Which it is proposed to pay them £500 a year, and such 
of them as are qualified and willing to act efficiently as 
trade assignees will doubtless be elected in most cases 
itors. It has been objected that the salary 

is too small; but we understand that when the 

batch of official was appointed they had 

no ion of receiving more than £500 per annum 


t 


ron 2 we maa RRR AT 
received by them. 


At the first meeting the creditors are fairly entitled 
to choose a trustee or assignee, for the winding up and 
distribution of the estate, which is in reality their own, 
and we do not think it consistent with w sound prin- 
ciple to deprive them of this right. The bankrupt’s 
property and assets can be more ar realised 

y such an assignee than by an official of the Court, 
and nothing. is easier than to make provisions for 
securing the estate, and its speedy administration. 
Under the old system these provisions did not exist, but 
we have never yet heard it contended that the estate 
was not more effectually and economically realised by 
trade assignees under the old law, than by an official 
assignee under the present system. The only incon- 
venience to be apprehended under Lord John Russell’s 
Bill is, that it may give rise toa deal of canvassing, 
or touting, by those who are eligible to be appointed 
creditors’ assignees, which we understand is the case in 
Scotland, but this may probably be avoided by electing 
the inspectors first (who would usually be the three 
largest. creditors) and allowing them to choose the 
assignee. Great care must, however, be taken not to 
disturb the provisions for securing and ily ad- 
ministering the estate, as it will furnish the strongest 
argument to the supporters of the present s if the 
Bill be in the slightest degree defective in this respect. 


alin 





The Courts, Appointments, Wacancies, Ke. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorps Justices oF APPEAL.) 
Lyddon v. Moss.—Mar, 12. 


This appeal from a decision of the Master of the Rolls relates 
to a deed of assignment executed by a client in favour of her 
solicitor, and the Master of the Rolls desired that it should 
stand only as a security for the money due to the solicitor for 
bills of costs and money advanced, 

During the opening of the appeal by Mr. Sehoyn the follow- 
ing colloquy took place:— - 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce.—Assuming this to have been 
a perfectly honourable transaction—assuming it to have been 
substantially for this lady’s benefit, still I am surprised that a 
professional gentleman, experienced like this solicitor, should 
have been so imprudent as to enter into such a transaction. 

Sir R. Bethell—Your Lordship will hear his case first, 
and if your Lordship thinks it right you can express surprise 
afterwards. 

Lord Justice Kniegut Bruce.—It was very imprudent, as- 
suming it to have been the most honourable transaction that 
ever was, and assuming it to have been for the benefit of the 
lady—which two expressions I used before, and use again. 

Sir R. Bethell—I hear with great regret the expression of 
any judgment by the Court against the party before your 
Lordship has heard his case. 

Lord Justice Knigut Bruce.—lIt is no judgment against 
him. I repeat, it is obviously conduct of the most imprudent 
character, assuming the transaction to have been a most 
honourable one. 

Sir R. Bethell—I repeat that those expressions should not 
fall from a judge until after he has heard the case. 

d Justice Knigut Bruce.—You are perfectly welcome 
to say so. I have said it, and probably shall say it again be- 
fore the conclusion of the case. 

Sir R, Bethell—I repeat, I am greatly surprised to hear it. 

Lord Justice Kuigut Bruce.—I shall say it whenever it 
suits me to say it, without the slightest reference to your 


opinion. 

When the tumult dwindled to a calm, 

Mr. Sehoyn proceeded with the case, and concluded his open- 
ing in support of the decision of the Master of the Rolls. 
Sir R. Bethell, Mr. Roundell Palmer, and Mr. £. Webster, ap- 
peared for the appellants, the defendants. 
The appellants’ case was opened, and occupied the Court till 
its rising at the usual early hour of three o’clock. 





nothing but their own disqualification or in- 


Sir R. Bethel, in his ing, spoke as follows:—I depre- 
cate any observations until the case has been fully heard, and 
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the proper time forthe discharge of judicial duties begins. 
How must this professional gentleman feel when observations so 
incautious fall from high judicial authority? 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce.—I said nothing about cha- 
racter. The observation made, which I repeat, was, that on 
his own showing, and on any view of the matter, and assuming 
that his conduct had been honourable in the highest degree, 
and assuming that the plaintiff would lose money by success, I 
said that his conduct was imprudent. That is what I said, and 
I say it again. 

The Times adds:—“It is greatly to the honour of Sir Richard 
Bethell that he has thus boldly protested against the practice 
by which the whole inner bar are aggrieved, but have not the 
courage to complain, that the case of the respondent or the 
appellant (as the case may be, whichever is deferred till after 
the opening) is not permitted to be disclosed in due course, but 
is eviscerated by fragments by a process similar to the above 
during the opening counsel's address.” 


(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir Jonn Stuart.) 
Re Ruddimann's Trusis—Mar. 14. 

In this case an order was made by the Court on Saturday 
last, directing the Clerk of Records and Writs to file two 
affidavits sworn in Aberdeen. It appears that the real nature 
of the objection of the Clerk of Records and Writs to file those 
affidavits was, that in both instances, not only were the names of 
the deposing parties not subscribed by them, as is usual, upon the 
left-hand side of the paper; but also, that their names were 
written between the jurat and the name of the commissioner 
administering the oath; and further, that, with respect to one 
of the affidavits, the words “ before me” had been omitted from 
the jurat. In consequence of a communication received by the 
Vice-Chancellor from the Clerk of Records and Writs, 

His Honour, on examining the affidavits, said, in point of 
form: neither of them was correct. As to that which omitted 
the words “ before me” from the jurat, the objection to filing it 
appeared insurmountable. It did not, in fact, purport to be 
sworn before anybody, and, as he understood, upon such an 
affidavit no indictment for perjury could be sustained. As to 
the other affidavit, his Honour directed it to be filed in its pre- 
sent form. He (the Vice-Chancellor) was extremely indebted 
to the Clerk of Records and Writs for having called his atten- 
tion to the point, and made him fully acquainted with the real 
nature of his objection to filing the affidavits, thus affording 
another instance of the careful and vigilant manner in which 
the duties of that office were performed. 

The Clerk of Records and Writs stated, that he has never 
refused to file any affidavit upon the mere grounc of the depo- 
nent’s name not having been written on the usual or left-hand 
side of the paper. 


HOME CIRCUIT.—CueEtmsrorp. 
(Before Mr. Baron Martin and a Special Jury.) 
The Queen v. Collier and Others.—Mar. 11. 

This was an indictment for a nuisance. 

The defendants are the chairman and others forming the 
Romford Board of Health, and the case was one of some im- 
portance, inasmuch as this is the first instance in which proceed- 
ings of a criminal nature have been taken against persons in the 
position of the defendants under similar circumstances. The 
indictment charged them with having polluted the waters of a 
stream called the Rom, which runs from Romford to Dagen- 
ham, by causing the refuse sewage matter to flow into it, and 
thus, as was alleged, causing serious inconvenience to the in- 
habitants of the latter parish, by whom the present prosecution 
was instituted. 

A great many witnesses were examined to prove the  pol- 
lution of the river, which did not appear to be disputed. Mr. 
Bovill, however, raised several legai objections to the proceed- 
ings, and it was also urged that a very considerable portion of 
the inconvenience arose from the fact of two large breweries in 
the neighbourhood draining their refuse into the river, and the 
principal question appeared to be, who were the parties that 
ought to incur the expense of providing a remedy, and whether 
the establishments referred to ought not to contribute towards 
such an object. 

It was eventually arranged that a verdict of guilty should be 
taken, it being understood that this was merely a formal ver- 
dict, and that all the legal questions would be reserved for 
further consideration. 


MANSION HOUSE. 


Fabian Court Cullen, lately clerk to a solicitor at Can- 
terbury, was on Saturday brought before the Lord Mayor, 





on remand, charged, under the Fraudulent Trustees Aot, 
with having unlawfully converted to his own use two 
sums of £600 and £500, entrusted to him by Mrs. Julia 
Phillips, a widow lady, residing at Abbey-wood, as she on 
previous examinations had alleged—the former sum to pay 
legacy duties on the estate of her late husband (she being 
his executrix); and the latter upon the prisoner's representa- 
tion, that it was required as a deposit at Somerset-house before 
certain papers, which it was necessary to produce in a Chancery 
suit, could be thence obtained. After the prosecutrix had given 
her evidence, and several letters had been handed to Mr. Met- 
calfe for perusal, 

Mr. Metcalfe said:—I have looked at the letters, my Lord, 
and it is quite clear from them that there has heen great 
familiarity between the parties; and although that does not 
justify the prisoner's conduct, but in point of morality makes 
it worse, it places great difficulty in the way of the prosecution, 
when Mrs. Phillips is the only witness we have to rely upon. 
I understand, also, that since the commencement of these pro- 
ceedings, the whole of the legacy duties have been paid, and, 
therefore, under all the circumstances of the case—for I must 
admit that Mrs. Phillips parted with her money very foolishly 
—I think the ends of public justice are best answered by our 
withdrawing from the prosecution. 

The Lorp Mayor observed, that, so faras he was concerned, 
the prisoner did not quit that bar without blame, and he 
regretted exceedingly that a man in his position should have so 
conducted himself. He was discharged. 


BOW STREET. 

On Monday, Mr. Haynes, the solicitor, whose name is in- 
cluded with those of John Gibson Bennett and others in a bill 
of indictment for conspiracy to defraud, obtained at the Mid- 
dlesex Sessions by the informer Thomas Stowell, attended, 
accompanied by his solicitors, Messrs. Lewis and Lewis, to put 
in bail for his appearance to take his trial. ’ 

Mr. Lewis, jun., addressing the magistrate, said:—-Sir, I at. 
tend here in order to put in bail on the part of Mr. Hay. 
against whom a most infamous charge has been made 
his back by a notorious common informer, who has himself 
been several times convicted. Mr. Haynes has brought his 
sureties with him, gentlemen of the highest respectability, and 
he is anxious to enter into recognisances, because, though there 
has been a refusal to grant a warrant, Stowell has obtained a 
certificate which would enable him to apprehend Mr. Haynes. 

Stowell, who denied this assertion, was ordered to leave the 
attorney’s box. 

Mr. Lewis, jun., then continued his observations on the case, 
The indictment charged Mr. Haynes with having conspired 
with the Bennetts to defraud various persons by representing 
themselves as the British and Foreign Ear Infirmary. . Mr. 
Haynes was a most respectable solicitor, and his only connexion 
with the Bennetts was that of attorney and client. This ab- 
surd charge was preferred by Stowell, in conjunction with 4 
man against whom Mr. Haynes was conducting a prosecution 
on the part of the Bennetts. The prosecution against Mr. 
Haynes was an infamous proceeding, got up by infamous. per- 
sons. Mr. Haynes was, of course, most anxious. to bring the 
matter to an issue by having the charge investigated at once. 

Mr. Haynes was then bound ever in his own recognisance of 
£100 and two sureties of £50 each to appear to the indict- 
ment. 


BANKRUPTCY LAW AMENDMENT. 


On Tuesday afternoon a public meeting was held at the Lon- 
don Tavern, Rk. W. Crawford, Esq., M, P., in the chair, for the 
purpose of receiving the following report of the committee 
appointed at a meeting on the 8th of November last, to 
consider the Bills of the Lord Chancellor and Lord John Russell 
to amend the Bankruptcy Laws, with special regard to the re- 
quirements of the mercantile community :— 

“The Debtor and Creditor Bill appears to be based upon 
principles which are calculated to produce a very pernicious 
effect upon trade by destroying commercial credit on the one 
hand, and increasing commercial immorality on the other. 
The Bill, except in certain cas®s, abolishes imprisonment for 
debt, and thereby honest creditors would in many instances be 
deprived of the only means of recovering their just demands 
from a dishonest debtor. It provides a merely nominal pu 
ment for offences of a very grave character, and seriously 
affecting the mercantile community. Its deficiencies are equally 
flagrant. For example, in the case of a debtor coaasonak y in- 


solvent, and making away with his to the injury of 
his creditors, no fi os are. afforded for bringing. him or bi 
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within the jurisdiction of the Court; no provision 
whatever is made for the case of deceased debtors whose estates 
are manifestly insolvent; and no apparent reduction is made in 
the fees payable in the Court. On the whole your committee, 
without entering into any other point in which this Bill appears 
to be objectionable, earnestly recommend that a firm and deter- 
mined opposition should be made to its progress through the 
House of Commons. 
. “With regard to the Bill of Lord John Russell, your com- 
mittee are of opinion that, although it is defective in several 
very important respects, yet it contains many provisions of 
which they highly approve, amongst which are the following :— 

“Tt consolidates the whole law of bankruptcy and insol- 
yency. 

4 It abolishes the payment of per-centages, and provides for 
the payment of the expenses of the court out of the Consolidated 
Fund. 

“Tt reduces the number of meetings. 

“Tt abolishes many useless offices. 

“Tt gives the creditor greater control over the proceedings. 

“More stringent punishments are provided for fraudulent 
bankrupts. 

j “Tt affords satisfactory facilities for private arrangement by 
eed. 

“ And it brings within the jurisdiction of the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy the estates of insolvent debtors deceased. 

“ Your committee are nevertheless of opinion that this Bill 

does not deal with some of the most serious defects in the 
existing laws. It has long been a reproach to the bankruptcy 
law that a man may be notoriously and admittedly insolvent, 
and dealing with his property to the great prejudice of his 
creditors, and yet they have no means by which they can make 
him bankrupt. Equally defective is the law as to fraudulent 
preferences, by which favoured creditors, under colour of legal 
proceedings, are frequently able to absorb the whole or the 
greater part of the assets of the debtors. No adequate pro- 
vision is made in Lord John Russell’s Bill for either of such 
cases. 
“ Your committee have, however, the satisfaction to report 
that they lately have been in communication with the mercan- 
tile committee of the National Association for the Promotion of 
Social Science, under whose superintendence the Bill of Lord 
John Russell was prepared, and having explained their views as 
to that measure, they have received an assurance that it shall 
be amended in the following respects :— 


* The Bill having proposed the abolition of the distinction 
between traders and non-traders, provided that the court in 
Portugal-street, with its officers, should be dispensed with, it 
is to be amended by retaining such court and officers as axcil- 
lary to the court in Basinghall-street, for the purpose of dis- 
posing of cases where the assets do not exceed a given amount. 

“ Clauses are to be introduced rendering a debtor known to 
be insolvent liable to be summoned before the Court, to show 
cause why he should not be adjudged a bankrupt, and em- 
powering the Court to examine such debtor, and in case he 
appear to be insolvent, to adjudge him to be a bankrupt; with 
provisions to enable the Court to order the immediate seizure 
of his property. It is proposed to insert these clauses in lieu 
of those relating to the debtor's summons. It appears to your 
committee that the machinery of the court ought not to be put 
in motion merely to facilitate the recovery of debts by indivi- 
dual creditors, but that it should be used only to test the sol- 

of a debtor, and of dealing with him and his property 
for the general benefit of all. 

“ The seizure of the goods of a debtor under an execution 
upon a judgment recovered for a money demand is to be 
made an act of bankruptcy. 

“ The creditors’ mnie nees are to be authorised to appoint a 
trustee to wind up the bankrupt’s estate; but some officer of 
the court shall be associated with the creditors’ assignees in the 
seca of the money produced by the estate until it shall be 

ted. 


“That where a bankrupt appears to the Court to have been 
guilty of any misconduct, an indorsement of such misconduct, 
under the hand of the commissioner, shall be made on the back 
of the certificate, 

“Your committee have considered the questions adverted to 
in this report as mercantile men conversant only with the prac- 
tical working of the bankruptcy and insolvency laws, and with 

defects in them from which they have all suffered. They 
not venture to express any opinion as to whether the clauses 
in Lord John Russell’s Bill are so framed as satisfactorily to 


adopted would be to refer that: Bill to a selett committee of the 
House of Commons, under whose superintendence every proper 
amendment might be introduced; and if that course were 
adopted, your committee believe that, when so amended, it 
would meet the requirements of the mercantile community. 

“Your committee cannot conclude their report without ex- 
pressing their opinion that it is highly expedient that the Court 
of Bankruptcy should be raised to a level with the common 
law courts of Westminster.” 


The report was adopted. 





In the event of a vacancy occurring in the representation of 
Cambridge University, C. J. Selwyn, Esq., Q.C., of Trinity 
College, the chancery barrister, brother of the Bishop of New 
Zealand, and of Professor Selwyn, will be a candidate. 


The Hon. W. F. Campbell is the Liberal candidate for Har- 
wich, in the room of John Bagshaw, Esq., who has accepted 
the Chiltern Hundreds, after representing that borough for 
several years. 


It is believed that the Lord Advocate (Mr. Baillie) will have 
the gown vacant by Judge Murray’s death, and that Solicitor- 
General Mure will succeed to the office of the former. 


The will of Mr. Commissioner Phillips has been proved. 
Personalty, £30,000. Leaves all to his wife, the household 
furniture and effects for her use absolutely, with the exception 
of a gold snuff-box, a goblet, and a travelling-case, which con- 
tains a knife, fork, and spoon, formerly belonging to the Em- 
peror Napoleon, which he leaves to his son, William Henry 
Phillips, of the East India Company. 


DeatH or Sin ANTHONY OLIPHANT.—We have to record 
the death of Sir Anthony Oliphant, formerly Chief Justice. at 
the Island of Ceylon. -He was born in 1793, and married a 
daughter of Colonel Campbell. He was called to the bar in 
1821 by the Hon. Society of Lincoln’s-inn; and-prior to being 
appointed to the Chief Justiceship of Ceylon, was Attorney- 
General at the Cape of Good Hope. 


The election of Coroner for East Middlesex, rendered vacant 
by the death of Mr. Baker, took place at the Sessions-house, 
Clerkenwell, on Thursday. Several candidates originally ap- 
peared, namely, Mr. Humphreys (the Parliamentary agent), 
Mr. Ratcliffe, Mr. T. O’Brien, a legal gentleman who has held 
colonial appointments, and Mr. J. J. Dempsy, author of a reeent 
work on the law of coroners. The three last-named gentlemen 
declined to go to the poll, and Mr. Humphreys was declared 
duly elected. The new coroner then addressed the electors at 
some length, and dwelt particularly upon the fact, that it had 
been charged upon him that he would be subject to magisterial 
influence in the discharge of his duties, an imputation which 
he denied. After a vote of thanks to the sheriff, the proceed- 
ings terminated. 


TESTIMONIAL TO Mr. THomas WakLEy.—On Friday 
evening, a meeting of medical and other gentlemen was 
held at the committee-rooms, 17, Henrietta-street, Covent- 
garden, for the purpose of inaugurating a public testimonial to 
Mr. Thomas Wakley; Mr. G. Byng, M.P., in the chair. The 
chairman having briefly opened the proceedings, the hon. 
secretary read the report, which set forth the opinions of the 
committee appointed to carry out the project, to the effect that 
in consequence of the manifold services of Mr. Wakley, that 
gentleman was entitled to a public demonstration. Letters 
had been sent out, and very favourable answers received. Mr. 
Fergusson moved the first resolution: “ ‘That in the opinion of 
this meeting Mr. ‘T. Wakley, coroner for West» Middlesex, editor 
of the Lancet, and late M.P. for Finsbury, is eminently entitled 
to a public demonstration of esteem by his long and consistent 
advocacy of the medical interests, and by his services to the 
profession and the public.” Dr. M‘William seconded the motion, 
which was agreed to unanimously. . A series of business resolu - 
tions were then submitted, their chief object being the appoint- 
ment of a committee, and officers, and the adoption of an 
address to be circulated. 


IutNEss or Mr. Commiss1oner Hotrorp.—The leave of 
absence granted by the Lord Chancellor to this learned and 
much-esteemed gentleman expired on the 15th of this month; 
but it is to be regretted, from his continued painful and dis- 
tressing indisposition, that he was unable to resume his sittings. 
The Lord Chancellor has granted two months’ further leave of 
absence. The learned commissioner is at present at Brighton, 





oy  scaphecigee the objects at which they appear to be aimed, 
mit they beg to suggest that the best course that could be 
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Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
(By Martin Warez, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 
ECCLESIASTICAL BENEFICE—ENLARGING PARsONAGE— 
GiILBERT’s ACT. 

Boyd v. Barker, 7 W. R., V. C. K., 297. 


This case related to the power of clergymen to raise money 
under Gilbert’s Act (17 Geo. 3, c. 53), and the recent Act 
(1 & 2 Vict. c. 23) for the repairs of the parsonage-house. 
The bill was filed by the clergyman’s successor, to set aside the 
charge which the incumbent had created on the living, under 
the above-mentioned Acts; and the two points relied on by the 
plaintiff were as follows :— 

First, he contended that the money had been laid out, not in 
repairing or rebuilding, but in enlarging the house—a purpose 
not contemplated by the Act. Secondly, that the money had 
been advanced by the incumbent himself, who took the mort- 
gage to a trustee for his own benefit. - But the Vice-Chancellor 
held that neither of these circumstances rendered the trans- 
action invalid; and that, in the absence of any proof of un- 
fairness, there was no objection to an incumbent lending the 
money to. himself for such a purpose. (See Rogers’ “ Eccle- 
siastical Law,” 810.) 


EcoLEestasTicAL BENEFICE—LEASE OF GLEBE—STATUTE 
5 Vict. c. 27. 
Jenkins v. Green, 7 W. R., M. R., 304. 

In this case, an incumbent of a parish had made an agree- 
ment for the lease of his glebe, under the 5 Vict. c. 27, for 
fourteen years, reserving the rent half-yearly. A decree having 
been made for specific performance of the agreement, the lease 
was settled in Chambers, when a question arose, whether the 
direction in the Ist section of the Act—that the rent should be 
reserved quarterly—was imperative, or whether it could be dis- 
pensed with by the bishop and patron, whose execution of the 
deed is declared by the 4th section to be conclusive evidence that 
all thecovenants contained in the lease are propercovenants. The 
Master of the Rolls held that the clause was imperative, and 
refused to sanction a lease without a quarterly reservation; and 
the consequence was, that, as the agreement stipulated for a 
half-yearly reservation, the bill was dismissed on further con- 
sideration, 

INJUNCTION TO RESTRAIN PROCEEDINGS IN THE COURT OF 
PropatE—HErr-at-Law. 
Fuller v. Ingram, 7 W. R.., V. C. W., 302. 

In this case, Wood, V. C., granted an injunction to restrain 
the defendant from further proceedings in the new Court of 
Probate until he had put in his answer to a bill of discovery, 
filed by the heir-at-law of the testator. The defendant was 
devisee of real estate and executor, and commenced proceedings 
in the Court of Probate, for the purpose of proving the will in 
solemn form, and the heir-at-law was cited. The heir-at-law 
filed pleas disputing the will, on the ground of the alleged in- 
sanity of the testator, and then filed a bill in Chancery, asking 
for discovery in support of his pleas, and for an injunction in 
the meantime. The defendant relied upon the old rule, that the 
Court of Chancery would not give discovery in aid of testamen- 
tary proceedings in the Ecclesiastical Court, which had ample 
powers of obtaining discovery, which powers (it was argued ) were 
now vested in the Court of Probate. But his Honour held, that 
whatever powers the Court of Probate had for compelling dis- 
covery, in the case of wills of personal estate, it had not similar 
powers with respect to a contest between the devisee of real 
estate and the heir-at-law; and further, he was of opinion that 
whatever powers might have been conferred upon that Court 
by the Act, the jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery was not 
ousted. He, therefore, granted the injunction asked for. He 
held, however, that such an injunction could not be moved for 
till the plaintiff's interrogatories in Chancery had been actually 
filed, according to the old practice in such cases. (See Hare on 
Discovery, 119.) 


SALE To DEFEAT ExecuTIon—Bitts or Sate Act— 
REGISTRATION, 
Hale v. The Metropolitan Saloon Omnibus Company, 7 W. B., 
Vv. C. K., 316. 

This was a case confirming, rather than establishing, the 
doctrine that it is no fraud, within the Statute of Fraudulent 
Conveyances (13 Eliz. c. 5), for a tradesman to sell all his 
furniture and stock-in-trade for the purpose of avoiding an 
execution which was pending over him, provided the sale was 
made for valuable consideration. The 





Court in an interpleader suit, brought by the sheriff. The 
defendant Hawkins having failed in a suit against the Metro. 
politan Saloon Omnibus Company, became liable for costs. Hig 
costs were taxed, and time was given him for payment till the 
23rd of November. On the 18th of that month he effected a 
sale of his stock-in-trade, and all the furniture in his house, to 
one Sayers, who forthwith entered into possession. On the 
23rd the sheriff took possession under an execution by the 
company, but afterwards gave up the goods under a bond of 
indemnity. 

The Vice-Chancellor remarked that, at the present day, 
whatever fluctuations of opinion there had been in the courts of 
law in this country as to the construction of the statute of 
Elizabeth, it was not a ground for vitiating a sale that it was 
made with a view to defeat an intended execution on the goods 
of the vendor, supposing it was in all other respects bond fide, 
The case of Wood v. Dixie (7 Q. B., 892) had settled that 
at law in the most solemn manner. Even if Sayers had 
asked Hawkins why he wished to sell, and Hawkins had told 
him that it was to defeat an execution, that would have been 
no ground for impeaching the transaction. 

In the present case no bill of sale had been executed, the 
only memorandum being the receipt for the purchase-money 
signed by Hawkins. It was contended that this being the only 
written evidence of the sale, it required registration under the 
Bills of Sale Act, 17 & 18 Vict. c. 36. The words of the 7th 
section of that Act are—“ The expression, ‘bill of sale,’ shall 
include bills of sale, assignments, transfers, declarations of 
trust without transfer, and other assurances of personal chattels, 
and also powers of attorney, authorities, and licenses, to take 
possession of personal chattels as security for any debt. His 
Honour held that the receipt in question did not come within 
these words, and did not require registration. (See Archbold’s 
“Common Law Practice,” 246.) 


PracricE—T1ME To DemuR—SEcURITY FOR Costs. 
* Henderson v. Atkins, 7 W. R., V.C. K., 318. 


This case decides that although the service of an order for 
the plaintiff to give security for costs will prevent the time 
which is allowed to a defendant to demur from running, yet, 
the same effect will not be produced merely by serving a sum- 
mons for such an order. The defendant had appe on the 
7th January; on the 17th he took out a summons for the 
plaintiff to give security for costs, which was returnable on 
the 21st, two days after the twelve days allowed for demurring, 
by the 15th order of May, 1845, had expired. On that day an 
order for giving security was made and served on the plaintiff. 
On the 26th the defendant filed his demurrer. The Vice-Chan- 
cellor held that the summons did not prevent the time from 
running within which the defendant ought to have demurred, 
and he took the demurrer off the file. (See “ Smith’s Chan- 
cery Practice,” 144.) 

anny er renee 


Wotes on Recent Cases at Common Law. 
(By James Stepuen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Lush’s Common Law Practice,” §e., fc.) 


I, IN BANC. 
MASTER AND SERVANT, Law of, 
Senior v. Ward, 7 W.R., Q.B, 261. 

This was an action brought under Lord Campbell's Act, by 
the personal representative of a miner killed in descending the 
shaft of a mine which belonged to the defendant, owing to the 
breaking of the rope. The action was unsu , because, 
by the general law of master and servant, the miner could not, 
if. he had survived the effects of the accident, have sued on 
account of his having himself contributed to the accident by 
his own negligence; and, this being so, the remedy given by 
Lord Campbell's Act did not apply, that statute only Piel: fou 
action to the representatives of a person killed, in cases Ww 
the deceased could, had he survived, himself have sued. 

As to the rule of law above mentioned, it was discussed, 
recently, in the Exchequer (Griffiths v. Gidlow, 3 H. & N. 648), 
under circumstances much resembling the present. There the 
Court cited and approved the judgment of Lord Cranworth in 
the case of Paterson v. Wallace, in the House of Lords (1 Macq, 
748, and see Bartonshill Colliery v.| Reid, 3 Macq. 266); cor 
that a servant cannot sue his master for an injury 
solely by the negligence of a fellow-servant; secondly, that 
cannot sue his master for an injury beer g ey by Linge 
blame with regard to the selection, &c., of such machinery; and 
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thirdly, that even where the master is to blame, it is fatal to 
the action by the servant that he contributed to the accident 
by his own negligence or rashness. 

In the present case it appeared by the evidence, that though 
the master was blameworthy in not enforcing the observance of 
one of the colliery rules, which, had it been observed, would 
have prevented the accident, yet that the deceased miner him- 
self: persisted in habitually breaking this rule, and therefore 
(under the third branch of the law as above settled) could not 
himself have sued the defendant, nor transmit an action to his 


representatives. . 
PRACTICE—INTERROGATORIES—17 & 18 Vicor. C. 125. 
Otter v. Willison, 7 W. R., Exch., 265. 

Another application with regard to interrogatories under 
the Common tos Procedure Act, 1854. Its object was to allow 
the plaintiff to deliver with his declaration in the above action 
certain interrogatories, inquiring by what means the defendant 
had obtained possession of the copy of a certain document 
which he was charged in the declaration with having wrongfully 
detained and converted, and also with having fraudulently and 
corruptly induced the plaintiff's clerk tofurnish. But, said the 
Court (in effect)—these applications to be allowed to file inter- 

ries ought not to be granted, unless the foundation for 
them fails either by reason of the suggested facts being an in- 
sufficient ground of action, or by reason of there being no suf- 
ficient reason to justify the suggestion. 

There have been several cases reported from which it abun- 
dantly appears that no fishing application of this nature will 
be listened to by the Court. Of these Edwards v. Wakefield 
(6 Ell. & Bl. 462) is a good example. 


Corporations, Law o¥—PowER TO SUE MEMBERS. 
Metropolitan Saloon Omnibus Company v. Hawkins, 7 W. R. 265. 


The proceedings which may be taken by or against an aggre- 
gate corporation at common law are laid down in the books 
with sufficient precision. ‘They may not only sue and be sued 


in ordinary actions, but they may, for certain offences, be in- 
dicted—as for allowing a bridge, the repair of which belongs 
to the corporation by law, to fall into decay—a proceeding which, 
however, cannot be followed up by imprisonment of any par- 


ticular member, as the judgment is against the corporate body 
only. And in a very recent case (Whitfield v. The South East- 
tn Railway Company, 6 W. R., Q. B., 545), these doctrines 
were considered in reference to aa action for libel commenced 
against an incorporated company, which (the declaration having 
been demurred to) was held to be well brought. In the present 
case the internal constitution of corporations was the subject 
of discussion, and their power to sue one of the members for 
libel against the corporate body. It was held that there was 
no reason why such an action should not be brought, as well 
4s one for the breach of a bye law, which would unquestionably 
lie, Andit was further said that the fact that the plaintiff in 
thé present action was not a corporation at common law, but 
incorporated under the Joint Stock Companies Act of 1856, 
made no difference in this respect; but that an action against 
one of their own shareholders for a libel published against them 
might be maintained; otherwise, remarked Watson, B., “a 
man might license himself, by taking a few shares in a joint 
stock bank, to bring it to ruin, by publishing with impunity 
libels importing insolvency and other injurious matter.” 
Damages, Proper MEASURE OF. 
Smeed v. Foord, 7 W.R., Q.B., 266 
This is a case as to the proper measure of damage upon breach 
of contract, and it is noticed because it is the most recent 
among the many approvals of the rule upon this subject laid 
down in the case of Hadley v. Bawendale (9 Exch. 341), viz. 
where two parties have made a contract which one of 
them has broken, the damages which the other party ought to 
recéive, in respect of such breach, should be such as may fairly 
ably be considered, either arising naturally, é. ¢. ac- 
the usual course, of things from such breach of con. 
or such as may reasonably be supposed to have 
@ contemplation of both es at the time they 
@ contract as the probable result of the breach of it, 
regretted that an equally comprehensive and 
rule cannot, from the nature of things, be laid 
down with regard to inquiries independent of contract. 
IL RELATING TO MAGISTRATES. 
Baer Acts, Construction or—INvorMAL License. 


Thompson (app.) v. Harvey (reap.) 7 W. R., Exoh., 281. 
This was an appeal from the determination of magistrates 





under the recent Act (20 & 21 Vict. c. 43) on the fllesis 
point of law, arising on the construction of the “ Beer 

(11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, c. 64;4&5 Will. 4, o. 85, and3 &4 
Vict. c. 61), by which an exception has, since the date of the 
first of them, been introduced into the general system of licences 
to sell exciseable liquors, so as to give greater facilities for the 
sale of beer and cider. By these Acts, the “resident holder 
and occupier” of any house (with certain exceptions) may, 
without procuring a magistrate’s license (as required in 

by the Excise Acts), obtain an excise license from the Board of 
Inland Revenue, enabling him to sell by retail jbeer or cider 
(not to be drunk on the premises), on his producing an over- 
seer’s certificate to that effect. If he obtains a license without 
being a resident holder and occupier of a house, his license is 
void, and he becomes liable to penalties. And if it is wished 
that the license should permit the beer sold to be drunk on the 
premises, then the applicant must, in addition, produce and de- 
posit with the Board an annual certificate of good character, 
signed by six rated inhabitants of the parish. In the present 
case, the license did not recite, in the usual way, the fact, that 
the applicant was the resident holdér and occupier of the house 
in which the beer was to be sold, but, in point of fact, the 
applicant was the real occupier of the premises, However, the 
magistrates convicted him on an information charging him 
with having sold beer without a license, as they held it essential 
to the validity of the license that it should describe the person 
licensed as the occupier. The Court of Appeal, however, gave 
judgment for the other way—holding, that though it was essen- 
tial to the validity of the license (under 3 & 4 Vict. c. 61, 8. 1) 
that the applicant should be in fact the holder and occupier of 
the house, it was not imperative that the overseer’s certi 
produced (mentioned in the next section) should contain a re- 
cital of that fact. The effect of this decision is to establish, 
that the jurisdiction of the excise officer to grant the license 
does not depend on the production of the overseer’s certificate, 
which is only a means pointed out in the statute as a nominal 
mode of certifying the fact of holding and occupation to the 
Board. “Suppose,” said Watson, B., “the excise officer, not- 
withstanding the overseer’s certificate, was satisfied by cogent 
evidence that the applicant was not the holder and occupier, 
would he not be justified in refusing it?” This case should be 
noted in “ Oke’s Magisterial Synopsis,” 6 ed. p. 240. 


———<_——_—- 
Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Mar. 11. 
DEBTOR AND CREDITOR Bixt. 

On the report of amendments in this Bill being brought up, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR proposed some alterations with 
regard to judgment debtors keeping out of the way of their 
creditors, and with regard to insolvents giving fraudulent pre- 
ferences or making false representations. ‘There was also a 
clause of very considerable importance which he proposed to 
omit. As the Bill stood, the law which now allowed a landlord 
to receive twelve months’ rent out of a bankrupt’s estate was 
altered, and the amount of rent reduced to six months.. But 
that alteration was objected to; and when he came to consider 
that farmers would now be subject to the bankrupt law, he did 
not think it desirable to persist in the alteration. 

Lord CRaANWorTH said, he should renew his motion for the 
omission of certain clauses on the third reading. 

Lord St. LEonarps proposed a clause relative to the seques- 
trations of livings, which was negatived. 

The report was then agreed to, and the Bill ordered to be 
read a third time on Thursday. 


OccasionaL Forms or Prayer But. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Monday, Mar. 14. 
Tue New Cuancery Courts. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR moved for leave to bring in a Bill 
to extend the powers of the Lord Chancellor for pro 
better accommodation in the Court of Chancery. In 1841, the 
noble Lord said, when two Vice-Chancellors were appointed the 
Society of Lincoln's-inn erected courts for their accommoda- 
tion at their own expense, but they were only temporary build. 
ings, very small and incommodious, and were now nearly worn 
out. Some extended accommodation for the court had been 

by the abolition of the Mastere in 
@ transfer of their duties to the judges 


rendered more necessar 
Chancery in 1839, and 
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of the court and their chief clerks. The Society of Lincoln’s- 
inn had offered to construct new courts at their own expense, 
upon being secured a rent amounting to 4 per cent. on the ont- 
lay, and providing for the loss of rents of the chambers which 
they might be obliged to take down. The existing powers of 
the Lord Chancellor were not sufficient for this purpose, and 
this Bill was to enable him to apply a sum not exceeding 
£4000 a-year from the Suitors’ Fee Fund for ninety-nine years, 
or such larger term as the then Lord Chancellor might think 
fit. Heshould not have thought it necessary to make these 
remarks if he had not been aware that there was in agita- 
tion a very grand scheme, which he was afraid might pro- 
duce some obstruction to the limited plan proposed in this 
Bill. It was proposed to build courts for law and equity 
on @ site amounting to about seven acres, which would 
be obtained by removing all the buildings between Carey- 
street and the Strand. ‘It was proposed to take: £800,000 of 
the Suitors’ Fee Fund for the erection of these buildings. In 
the office which he had the honour to fill he felt, as the guar- 
dian of the fund, bound to protect it against invasion, and he 
must protest against any such notion of applying funds which 
belonged to the Court of Chancery to carrying out that.mag- 
nificent scheme. It was supposed, that if the plan by this Bill 
of building courts in Lincoln’s-inn were carried out, it might 
prevent the larger plan being executed. He did not know that 
this plan would obstruct the general scheme of building courts 
for the courts of law and equity, because these equity courts, if 
built, would not be more than 200 yards from the proposed new 
courts. It, therefore, seemed to him that his proposal would 
facilitate rather than obstruct the magnificent scheme to which 
he had referred. 

The Bill was read a first time. 

Tuesday, Mar. 15. 
INDICTABLE OFFENCES (MeETRopouITAN Districts) Bix. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Thursday, Mar. 17. 
DEBTOR AND CREDITOR BILL. 

On the motion that this Bill do pass, Lord CranworTu 
proposed the omission of clauses 95, 96, 97, & 98; the effect 
of which was to restore substantially the old system of. bank- 
ruptcy with reference to assignees. 

The amendment was negatived, and the Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

Convict Prisons ABROAD. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Manor Courts Bix. 

This Bill passed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Mar. 11. 


New Writs. 
A new writ was ordered for Harwich, in the room of Mr. 
Joun Bacsuaw, who had accepted tho stewardship of the 
Chiltern Hundreds. 


INCREASE OF THE MAGISTRACY. 

Mr. T. DuncomBe asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he could explain the cause of the recent large 
addition to the magistracy of the county of Huntingdon. Six 
had been lately made, four of whom were clergymen, and the 
fifth was a common brewer, who had a public house in every 
town and village in the county, and sat on the bench to grant 
licenses. 

Mr. Sotueron Estcourr said that the Lord Chancellor 
was responsible for the appointments, but nevertheless he con- 
tended that they were properly made. With respect to the 
“common” brewer, and his having a public house in every 
village in the county, it proved that he had some property. 
It would not be the first time in the history of this country that 
acommon brewer had risen to some of the first offices of the 
State. (This was in allusion to Cromwell.) With respect to 
the number of magistrates exceeding that of the police, he 
thought that was the case in every county in England. 

Tue Lanpep Estates Court (IrELanp). 

Mr. J. D. Frrzaerawp asked the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
whether it was the intention of the Government to recommend 
the appointment of a third judge of the Landed Estates Court 
(Ireland), in the room of Judge Martley, lately deceased. 

Lord Naas, in reply, said, that no decision had yet been 
come to by 


her Majesty’s Government, and that no appoint- 
ment had yet been made. 





Tue Irish PoriticaL OFFENDERS. 

Mr. Deasy asked the Chief Secretary whether there was 
any foundation for the statement which had appeared in The 
Times, on the authority of a letter from Mr. Downing, a most 
pos. Ayal germ -cm gentleman, that letters from the per. 
sons accused of political offences in Ireland to their professional 
agent had been intercepted or delayed by the Government. 

Lord Naas said, that the bye-law relating to the inspection 
of prisoners’ letters was in the following terms :— 

“ All letters or parcels to or from a prisoner must be in. 
spected by the governor, who shall forward or keep the same 
according to the nature of their contents.” 

On the representation being made to the Government by 
Mr. Downing, and under the peculiar circumstances of the case, 
the ordinary prison rules had been ordered to be waived, so that 
all communications between Mr. Downing and his clients 
might be conducted confidentially, and that no officer of the 
gaol, whatever his position, might have any information of the 
contents of the communications which took place. 

Country Courts BIL. 

On the motion, by, Sir SrarrorpD NortTHcorTE, that this 
Bill be read a second time, 

Mr. Ayrton took occasion to refer to the treatment of per. 
sons under commitment by county court judges, some of whi 
persons, he said, it was rumoured, had been subjected to solitary 
confinement, and put upon a diet of water gruel. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, he had moved for certain 
returns with the view of ascertaining what the treatment really 
was of persons committed to prison under the powers vested in 
county court judges, and he would on a future occasion state 
the result to the House. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 

Tue Remission or PENALTIES BILL. 


This Bill passed through committee, 


Monday, Mar, 14. 
TitLte To LANDED Estates. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On the question that the preamble be postponed, 

Mr. Maxins maintained that it was contrary to the principles 
of the law of England, and to the principles of justice, to make 
a judicial declaration in favour of one person in the absence: of 
others who might be entitled. His hon. and learned friend the 
Solicitor-General proposed to’ meet this difficulty by requiring 
the publication of advertisements in newspapers, and the post 
ing of notices on the land. It might, however, happen that the 
parties interested did not know that they were entitled, or were 
unborn, or were infants, or insane. He believed that the well- 
being of society absolutely required the maintenance of the 
system of settlements. 

Mr. Heapuam said, there was no reason why the transfer of 
land should not be similar in kind to the transfer of stock, The 
title in stock was quite as complicated, the money being some- 
times left to one person during life, and afterwards to other 
persons in certain contingencies, and yet the purchaser bought 
it without feeling the smallest doubt as to the title. In well- 
drawn settlements there was a power enabling the trustees 
to revoke all the uses and trusts, and to sell the land to the 
purchaser, so that the purchaser should have a perfect title; 
and the present Bill provided that the same thing should 
be done by the Court. That was the principle of the Bill, and 
there did not appear to be any reason why the House should 
not accept it. In this change, as in all changes, there must be 
some difficulties to contend with, and he would admit that when 
there was a judicial declaration of title there was a possibi 
of some person being wronged; but the chance was infinitely 
émall. He wished to call the Solicitor-General’s attention to 
the probable working of the Bill with reference to the compli- 
cation that arose in mineral districts from leases of coals, 
iron, and other articles of value under ground, which very fre- 
quently gave occasion to complicated titles. 

Mr. Bowyer did not rise to oppose the Bill, but said that, 
according to the ordinary principles of judicial p 
they ought to have judex, actor, et reus; they must haves 

laintiff and defendant; and one of the very first principles of 
aw was, that decrees of the courts had no effect except with 
respect to the rights of persons who were before the courts. 
But this Bill proposed to create a court whose decrees wo 
have effect upon persons who were not before it, and who might 
have no notice or knowledge whatever that any interference 
with their rights was contemplated. 

Mr. Hapr1exp believed that the Bill would not apply much 
to small properties, for it would be out of the power of the 
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owners to avail themselves of it. Such persons had very sel- 
dom got marketable titles. Thus, in South Lancashire, what 
were called “leases for ever” were very common—that was, 
fee simple estates subject to a rent-charge; and sometimes 
there were rent-charges upon rent-charges to an infinite degree, 
How could such persons trace out and register the ramifications 
of their titles? 

Lord Joun Russext said, he thought the consequence would 
be that. instead of everybody going into this court the general 
ease would be that persons would not have recourse to it at all, 
and would continue to deal with their titles as they had hither- 
to, If, then, that were the case, it surely became of some 
importance for that House to deliberate well whether they 
should impose upon the country the expense of maintaining 
this new court, especially after the admission of the hon. and 
learned Solicitor-General that the whole of the future with 
reference to this project was uncertain. He found by the 
second part of the Bill that it would establish a new court, 
consisting of two judges—one at £3000 a year, and the other 
at £2500 a year—that there would be clerks at £1000 a year, 
and some secretaries with £300 a year. It might happen that 
there would not be business enough to occupy the Court. Be- 
sides, this Bill would add another evil, and that one of the 
greatest, to the existing evils connected with the administration 
of our laws. He referred to the variety and conflict of juris- 
dictions. ‘They had heard much of late of attempts to remedy 
that state of things; and with that view extended powers had 
been given to the Court of Chancery and to the superior courts 
of common law. But here they seemed to be proceeding in 
another direction, and to be establishing a new court, which 
should have its own rules, and to which persons would have to 
resort instead of to the ordinary courts of law. 

The SoxiciroR-GENERAL explained the reasons which led 
the Government to propose the establishment of a new court, 
and which was simply this—that the business to be done by 
this court was wholly different from the business of any court 
in this country. The judges of the Court of Chancery were 
certainly too much occupied from morning till night in deciding 
cases between plaintiffs and defendants to undertake the busi- 
ness that would arise under this Bill. A judge of the Court of 
Chancery could not shut himself in his room to read an ab- 
stract, which was what the judges of this new court would have 
to do if Parliament passed the Bill. Therefore they must 
tither say there should be no coyrt at all, or a new court must 
be created. Though it would have two judges, yet they would 
not be required to perform ordinary judicial duties, hearing 
arguments and evidence, and deciding upon them. They would 
be judges investigating titles, like conveyancers. Judicial con- 

cers would be a more correct description of them,—exa- 
ghing the titles they were about to pronounce indefeasible; 


seeing that they were, in the language of conveyancing, “ good 
titles.” The measure was, to a certain extent, an experiment, 


and it could only be tried by means of a court of this ——. 
tion. The salaries of the judges were not disproportionately 
large, having regard to the class of men qualified to discharge 
the duties. The amount must be such as would induce good 
conveyancers to relinquish their practice to take the office. His 
hon. and learned friend the member for Newcastle had asked 
what he intended to do with property containing minerals; the 
fact being, that in the northern district the title to the surface 
was in one man, and that to the minerals in another. The first 
dnty of the Court would be, to establish rules relative to the 
title under ground as well as above. If the title to the minerals 
were not made out, the Court would not give a certificate carrying 
minerals. The hon. member for Sheffield asked how it was pro- 
posed to deal with property in Lancashire and Yorkshire, much of 
Which was liable toa small feefarm rent. Any person owning pro- 
fed this description who came for a declaration of title would 
to make a declaration that he was not the actual proprietor, 

but that the estate was subject to a fee farm rent. ‘The owner 
Would thus get a security better than he would otherwise 
obtain, for it would be stated on the register that a fee farm 
tent was payable on this land. The hon. member (Mr. Had- 
field) also stated that the members of the legal profession 
engaged in the conveyance of land were opposed to the Bill. 
He must differ with the hon. gentleman on this point. He had 
Teceived many communications from. solicitors very largely 
in practice, and although oné section of the profession 

bts about the Bill, and had published a paper which 
had, no doubt, found its way into the hands of hon. members, 
yet great number of solicitors.of the greatest practice in con- 
had expressed their approval of the measure. Upon 

this subject he might state that a deputation of the Incorpo- 
Law Society, containing among them the most eminent 





solicitors in England, had waited upon him in regard to some 
of the clauses of the Bill. They stated, and they authorised 
him to repeat the statement in his place in the House of 
Commons, that their Council had considered the Bill, and 
approved the general principles of the Bill. They also desired 
this to be known, that if the House of Commons thought 
that the policy of this Bill ought to be approved, they did 
not desire that any effect which the measure might have 
upon their professional emoluments should stand in the 
way of its adoption. He thought that this statement was 
in the highest degree creditable to those honourable and 
upright men. He would now ask permission to say a word 
relative to the payment of solicitors in a measure of this kind, 
Under the present system of real property law the only circum: 
stance that had rendered practicable the large amount of trans- 
fer of land that went on was the very efficient, honourable, 
upright manner in which this branch of the law had been con- 
ducted, especially by the country solicitors. The integrity of 
these learned persons, and the reliance justly placed upon their 
conduct, had relieved the transfer of land from the difficulties 
which, great.as they now were, would be tenfold if the business 
had fallen into hands less honourable and efficient than the 
solicitors who had had the management of this branch of lew. 
The Legislature had adopted the worst possible plan for the 
remuneration of solicitors, because it had afforded a motive—if 
they could be influenced by such a motive—to make the pro» 
ceedings as cumbrous, as intricate, and as difficult as possible, 
by providing that the solicitors should be paid by the length 
and cumbrousness of their work, He should not be surprised 
if some objection were made by solicitors at an alteration which 
might affect their legitimate profits. They belonged to a class 
the maintenance of which was desirable, and almost 

for transacting the business of the country, and he should be 
sorry to think that a measure, however useful in other respects. 
to the public, should be injurious to them. He believed that 
the increased business which would accrue if this Bill passed, 
would fully compensate the solicitors for the want of that cum- 
brousness and length which might hitherto have made this 
business remunerative to them. More than this, however, he 
had provided that, in the registry of land, the business done by 
solicitors should be paid in fature upon a scale of remuneration 
to be fixed by a proper authority on a principle more sound and 
safe than that hitherto adopted. In place of being paid by 
length, it might be desirable to provide that the remuneration 
should be ad valorem. This would be better both for the soli- 
citor and the client, and it would get rid of that most unwise 
and injurious plan of paying for the conveyance of land which 
he had described. 

Recistry oF LanpED Estates BIL. 


The House went into committee on this Bill. 
The first four clauses were agreed to, after which the Cuamr- 
MAN reported progress, and obtained leave to sit again. 
County Courts Bi. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
REMISSION OF PENALTIES BILL. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed, 
Petitions oF Rieut Bmw. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
AFFIDAVITS BY COMMISSION, &c., Brix. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
EvIpENCE BY COMMISSION BILL. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed.- _ 
Oatus Acts AMENDMENT B11. 
This Bill was read a second time, 


Tuesday, Mar. 15. 

Mr. BLacksuRN took the oaths and his seat on his re-elec- 
tion to Stirlingshire. 

Wednesday, Mar. 16. 
BaNKERUPTOY AND InsoLvENCY Bin. 

Lord J, Russgui moved, that this Bill should be read a 
second time. 

Mr. Barnes, as the representative of a vy ae per = 
town, desired to express their feeling and of the other 
commercial communities of the north of England, so far as he 
had been able to ascertain it, upon this subject. He had never 
visited his constituents without hearing the loudest and most 
unanimous complaints as tothe state of the law with regard to 
bankruptcy and insolvency. It had been stated by one of the 
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Commissioners of Bankruptcy that in the Leeds district no less 
than 50 per cent. of the assets were consumed by the present 
mode of working a bankruptcy and the litigation to which it 
naturally and necessarily gave rise. His constituents were of 
opinion that the difference between bankruptcy and insolvency 
should be done away {with, and that the complications of 
the existing bankruptcy law should be got rid of by the 
substitution for the existing statutes and decisions of a code 
at once plain, simple, and intelligible. It was one of the re- 
commendations of the noble Lord's Bill, that it effected this 
object, which appeared to have been lost sight of in the mea. 
sure which had been introduced in another place, by the repeal 
of the whole or portions of twenty different Acts of Parliament, 
and the reduction into one statute of the whole law of bank- 
ruptcy and insolvency. Other advantages which it possessed 
were, that it facilitated those voluntary arrangements to which 
it was essential that creditors should have power to have re- 
course, and that it provided a means for rendering productive 
the estates of insolvents who had died. On the whole, his con- 
stituents were of opinion that this was a most valuable measure, 
and one which, with a few alterations that might be made in 
committee, would remove all the evils of which they and the 
rest of the mercantile community complained. Upon two 
points they desired him especially to insist—viz. the consolida- 
tion of the law upon this subject by its reduction to a single 
statute, and the provision without loss of time of a remedy for 
the state of things from which they were now suffering. 

The ArtroRNEY-GENERAL said that there could be no doubt 
that the main principles of this Bill must receive the sanction 
of Parliament. 

Mr. J. D. FirzGERaxp thought the Bill a great improvement 
on the present law; he had embodied the main principles of 
the measure in the Bill on this subject he had himself intro- 
duced for Ireland; that Bill had worked very advantageously. 

Mr. CRAwForD stated that the opinion of mercantile men in 
the city of London was more favourable to the Bill before the 
House than to the measure introduced by the Lord Chancellor. 
The latter measure would be generally opposed by the com- 
mercial community. 

Mr. Axroyp said, the measure had been considered 
by a committee of mercantile men out of doors; its principle 
and provisions had also been discussed by the Chambers of 
Commerce throughout the country; and, without exception, the 
opinion of those bodies was favourable to the Bill. Under the 
present Bankruptcy Law ninety per cent. of the cases that 
occurred were settled out of court; only 10 per cent. of the 
cases were brought under its jurisdiction. The present court 
was, therefore, almost a nonentity. It was one great improve- 
ment effected by the measure, that under it cases of bankruptcy 
might be carried into the county courts; the facts would thus 
be investigated by tribunals close to where the cases occurred. 
He approved the penalties for commercial frauds. 

Mr. HEADLAM believed they were all agreed on the main 
purpose of the Bill; the only question was, how it should be 

ied into effect. There were no objections to the measure 
that could not be sufficiently considered in committee. 

Mr. CrossieyY thought the Bill better calculated to meet 
the wants of the commercial body than the one originated in 
another place. 

Lord J. Russert thanked the House for the generally 
favourable expression of opinion with which it had received the 
Bill. He did not think it necessary to refer the Bill to a select 
committee. With the information and assistance the House had 
from gentlemen of commercial and legal knowledge, he thought 
it was quite able to come to a decision on the questions in- 
volved. 

The Bill was then read a second time, and ordered to be 
committed that day fortnight. 


Lunatic Poor (IrELAND) Brit. 
This Bill was referred to a select committee. 


Oarus Act AMENDMENT BILu. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Monricrpat Exectors B11. 

On the question that this Bill be amended and considered, 

Mr. J. A. TuRNER moved that the 6th clause, as to the 
duties of the revising barristers and the mayor and assessors, 
be struck out, which was agreed to, and the words “ revising 
barrister” omitted in the remaining clauses of ‘the Bill. 

Several amendments having been made in other clauses, 
the Bill was ordered to be read a third time on Wednesday 
next. 

County Courts Biiu. 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 





Thursday, Mar. 17. 

In reply to Mr. Cowan, it was stated by Sir Stafford North. 
cote that the deduction of 7} percent. from the price of 
draught and receipt stamps withheld from the people of 
Scotland, and granted to other parts, should be extended to 
Scotland in the course of next week. 

Stamps ON DEEDS. 

Mr. Duntop asked the Secretary to the Treasury whether, 
with reference to deeds under the Landed Titles (Scotland) 
Act of last year, arrangements were being made, which would 
relieve parties from the inconveniences and risk of sending 
their titles to London for the purpose of having the stamp 
applicable to the endorsed deed impressed thereon. 

Sir S. NorTHCOTE said, in the absence of any complaint no 
arrangements had been made, but if the risk and inconvenience 
were proved to be very great, it would no doubt come again 
under the notice of the Government. 

Tue ADMIRALTY CouRT. 

Mr. Hadfield moved for leave to bring in a Bill to enable 
serjeants, barristers, attorneys, and solicitors, to practise in the 
High Court of Admiralty. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, it was the intention of the 
Government to bring in a Bill that would accomplish thé same 
objects. 

After a few words from Sir R. BETHELL, leave was given to 
bring in the Bill. 

CHARITABLE USES, 

Mr. HapFIELD obtained leave to bring in a Bill to amend 
the law relating to the conveyance of lands for charitable uses. 
Laws or JERSEY. 

Mr. HapFIELD moved an address to the Crown for a com. 
mission to inquire into the civil laws of Jersey. 

The motion was agreed to, 


Enpowep ScHoors (No. 2) BIL. 


This Bill was postponed for a fortnight. 
Mr. Mains gave notice that he would move that the Bill be 
read a second time that day six months. 


Law oF PROPERTY AND TrusTEES RELIEF AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
The House went into committee on this Bill, and clauses 1 
& 2 were agreed to. ‘ 
Oatus Act AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 





New Government Orrices anp Courts oF Law.—A 
Government Bill, under the care of Lord J. Manners, M.P., 
and Sir S. Northcote, M.P., empowers the Commissioners of 
Works to acquire a site for additional public offices near White 
hall and “ Her Majesty’s Palace at Westminster.” The prto- 
perty to be purchased, in order.that a site may be acquired, in- 
cludes houses and yards in St. Margaret’s parish, in Crown- 
court, in Lower Crown-street, in King-street, in Charles-street, 
and in Duke-street. Last, not least, however, the schedule in- 
cludes certain “ steps or way;” “a gravel road,” and an “en- 
closed lawn” in St. James’s-park, in the “ occupation ” of the 
Crown. Where these may be situate—no map being appen' 
—we have no means of ascertaining. The Commissioners are 
required to make good to the parishes of St. Margaret and St. 
John the Evangelist, Westminster, the deficiencies in their rates. 
A second Bill provides for the acquisition of a site for the Court 


of Probate, and-the registries, &c., connected with it. The 


property in the schedule to be dealt with for the purposes of 
the Act lies in Bennett’s-hill, George-court, Upper Thames- 
street, Helmet-court, Addle-hill, Great Knightrider-street, and 
the College of Advocates and Doctors of Law. 


OaTuHs AND AFFIRMATIONS.—A Bill of Mr. Fitzroy, Mr. 
E. Reydell Bouverie, and Mr. Bright, provides further for the 
conscientious scruples of the Society of Friends, vulgarly called 
Quakers. For the form of affirmation at present directed to 
be made by Quakers and others who refuse, on religious grounds, 
to swear at all, the following will be substituted :— 


I, A. B., do solemnly, sincerely, and truly, declare and affirm that 1 will 
be faithful and bear true allegiance to 
faithful against all conspiracies and attempts whatever which shall 
made upon her person, crown, or dignity ; and I will do my utmost endea- 
vour to disclose and make known to Queen Victoria, her heirs, and suc- 

and trai conspiracies which I shail know to be 


sion of the Crown, which succession, by an Act “ An Act for the 
Sarthe [Seaieeee See eek sanonn 66 eat Slee and Liber- 
ties of the Subject,” is and stands limited to the Electress 
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of Hanover, and the heirs of her body being Protestants, hereby utterly 
and refusing any obedience or allegiance unto any other person 
daiming or pretending a right to the Crown of this realm; and I do declare 
that no foreign prince, person, prelate, state, or potentate hath or ought to 
have any jurisdiction, power, supcriority, pre-eminence, or authority, eccle- 
siastical or spiritual, within this realm. 
And the making and subscribing of such affirmation by a 
n hereinbefore authorised to make and subscribe the same 
shall have the same force and effect as the taking and subscrib- 
ing by other persons of the oath appointed by the said Act of the 
22nd year of her present Majesty. The object is obvious, viz. 
toget rid of the folly, not to say the impiety, of renouncing 
non-existent “ Pretenders” to the Crown of this realm. 


Court ror Divorce AND MarTrimoniaL Causes. — A 
variety of details relative to the rules, regulations, fees, &c., at 
this court, were issued on the 11th inst., in a Parliamentary re- 
turn, The total amount of fees received in the year ending the 
$list December last was, £1556 7s. The salary of the Judge 
Ordinary as such, and also as judge of her Majesty’s Court of 
Probate, £5000. The officers of the Divorce Court hold their 
offices as officers of the Court of Probate. Four persons, how- 
ever, are exclusively engaged in the performance of the duties 
of the Divorce Court—viz. a first clerk at a salary of £350 per 
annum; @ second clerk and accountant with £200; a third 
derk with £120; and a messenger with £50. The salaries of 
the Judge Ordinary, and of the various officers, and also the 
incidental expenses of the court, are paid by the Treasury out 
of the proceeds arising from the sale of stamps used in the 
Court of Probate and the Court for Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes, 


4. 


The Provinces. 


Lzeps.—The new courts at the Town Hall were opened 
on Monday for the transaction of business. They have been 
fitted up in a handsome and substantial manner, and on the 
best plans which experience could suggest for public conveni- 
eneé and the administration .of justice. A great number of 
magistrates were, present. The Mayor, on taking his seat, 
said:—“ Mr. Barr, gentlemen of the bar, aud those con- 
nected with the administration of justice in this borough, 
—I have much pleasure, along with my brother magis- 
trates, in opening this court-on this occasion. I assure 
you that we feel deeply interested in opening this large 
and elegant court. We have reason to believe that the ad- 
ministration of justice in this borough has hitherto been satis- 
factory, but we hope that the additional facilities which will be 
afforded here, will enable us to discharge the duties devolving 
I con- 





upon us still more to the advantage of the public. 
gratulate you on this auspicious occasion.” Mr. Barr, in reply, 
said,—“ Mr. Mayor and gentlemen,—On behalf of myself, of the 
tdvocates who attend here, and of the officers of the court 
generally, I beg heartily to reciprocate the observations which 
your Worship has just made, and to congratulate the Bench 
and all attending here on the convenience which this court, 


and the arrangements connected with it, will secure. I have 
the full assurance, Sir, that the administration of justice in this 
court will afford no just ground of complaint, either on the 
part of the magistrates or the officers connected with the court.” 


Borough Jail—We regret to hear that, in consequence of cer- 
tain allegations affecting the governor of the borough jail and 
the keeper of the lock-up at the Town-hall, but which do not 
involye a criminal charge, the magistrates, in jail sessions, 
have considered it necessary to suspend both those officers,”— 
Leeds Mercury. 

LiverPoo..— Suppression of Night-houses——A meeting of 
istrates took place on Monday afternoon, at which a long 
animated discussion took place as to the propriety of the 

order recently issued by Mr. Mansfield, the stipendiary magis- 
trate, forbidding the pdlice laying informations against the 
of night-houses. Mr. Mansfield warmly defended him- 

elf, stating that he had found that the police had been unduly 
influenced and interfered with by the Society for the Suppression 
of Vice; and that, under the auspices and encouragement of 
this society, they had exceeded their proper functions and 
duties ina way which tended to bring a scandal upon justice, 
While it did not promote the suppression of vice. The feeling 
of the rest of the bench, with few exceptions, was against Mr. 
asfield, their opinion being that he should at least have con- 
sulted his brother magistrates before issuing such an order. It 
Was resolved to rescind Mr. Mansfield’s order, but ultimately 
lhe rendered unnecessary by Mr. Mansfield withdrawing 


. 





StaFrorp.—Imperfect . Depositions—Mr. Baron Channell 
observed, that, during the present assizes for this county, he had 
had seyeral occasions to complain of the careless manner in 
which the depositions were returned. In more than one in- 
stance the depositions relating to one case had been intermixed 
with those of another, and there was, of course, the greatest 
difficulty in unravelling the complication which this mode of 
doing the business occasioned. ° It seemed as if the depositions 
had been taken to pieces in order to be copied by the attorney 
who had the conduct of the prosecution, and that mistakes 
were made in putting them together. His Lerdship also com- 
plained that when prisoners made statements before the magis- 
trates, in some cases those statements were not returned The 
Act of Parliament ought always to be observed; and the 
magistrate should either return the prisoner’s statement, or, 
when that was the case, state that the prisdéner said nothing. 
This was very important for the interests of justice, in order 
that the jury might take the prisoner’s statement into consi- 
deration His Lordship said, that depositions taken by magis- 
trates’ clerks under the Act of Parliament were in the nature 
of records, and ought never to be undone. Mistakes had oc- 
curred in two or three instances, apparently from the deposi- 
tions being undone, and then pinned together. 


< 
—_— 


Erelanv, 
THE PHENIX CLUB PROSECUTIONS. 
TRALEE, Tuesday. 
The jury, after having been locked up for twenty-two hours, 
have been. discharged without giving a verdict. The assizes 
have been adjourned to the 30th inst. The division of the 
jury was, as stated by a juror, ten to two. 





Mr. Serjeant Shee has addressed the electors of the county 
of Kilkenny, im anticipation of a dissolution of Parliament. 


ais 
> 


Scotland. 


EDINBURGH. 
Seconp Division. 
Mrs. Landers v. Her Son. 

The defendant in this action of aliment at the instance of 
his mother, who is now seventy-seven years of age, is lieutenant- 
colonel Landers, who is in receipt of £1500 a-year of income. 
The mother has £10 a-year from the Exchequer, and £50 a- 
year from another son, or £60 in all, £50 being the provision 
stipulated for her in her marriage contract. The Court, with- 
out criticising the motives of the defendant, held, that as he 
stood a the strict letter of the law, they could not interfere, 
£60 being not an inadequate income for the pursuer. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICIARY. 
CELEBRATING CLANDESTINE MARRIAGES. 
Her Majesty's Advocate v. John Ballanti 
All the seven judges of the High Court of Justiciary have 
held that celebrating marriages without proclamation of banns, 
is not a crime at common law, but that it came under a 
statute of 1661, punishing it by banishment from Scotland. 
Marriage itself being a civil contract, constituted in Scotland by 
consent and proved by witnesses, none of them» thought that 
simply being a witness to attest the marriage could constitute 
the crime, but that some ceremony must be conducted in 
order to constitute. 


THE VACANT JUDGESHIP. 

On the morning after Lord Murray’s death, the court was 
crowded to hear what the Lord Justice Clerk Inglis, on whose 
right hand he sat, had to say of him; but all were disappointed, 
and some disgusted, when he came in looking as if he consi- 
dered the whole matter a bore, and commenced at once to the 
business of the court. On the morning of his funeral, in 
moving the Court to adjourn to attend it, he paid a very grace- 
ful tribute to his memory—all that anyone could have wished 
had it come sooner. 

The present Lord Advocate, Mr. Charles Baillie, will almost 
certainly be elevated to the bench, and Mr. David Mure, 
brother of Colonel of Caldwell, the Solicitor-General, will 
be Lord Advocate. 
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Rebiews. 


Private Bill Legislation: comprising the Steps required to be taken 
by Promoters or Opponents of a Private Bill before and after 
its Presentation to Parliament ; and the Standing Orders of 
both Houses. With Notes. By S. B. BrisrowsE, Esq., of the 
Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. London: Knight & Co., 
Fleet-street. 

In a former volume we attempted to give some account of 
the practice of Parliament as to Private Bill Legislation. Of 
late years, the mass of such business has become so great, and 
the rules applicable to it so voluminous, that the profession im- 
peratively demanded some guide on the subject, which we 
endeavoured to supply, as far as our space permitted. In com- 
mon, however, with many others in the profession, we felt con- 
vineed that so decided a want would not be allowed to remain 
very loug unmet; and it affords us no little gratification to find 
that the task has been so ably accomplished as it has been in 
the work now before us. Mr. Bristowe’s aim has been to give 
a detailed account of the steps necessary to be taken by pro- 
moters and opponents of private bills, and of the practice of 
the House respecting them. In this he has fully succeeded in 
an introductory chapter, which contains a great deal of infor- 
mation not to be found in any other work. The remainder of 
the book is principally devoted to the Standing Orders of both 
Houses as printed in 1858, with copious and useful notes, 
making frequent reference to the journals of the Houses; and 
there is, also, an admirable index consisting of fifty pages. The 
latter, probably, will be the most valuable part of the work to 
regular Parliamentary practitioners. Upon the whole, we con- 
sider it one of the most useful and complete manuals of prac- 
tice that has appeared for a long time. 


Ze Barreau de Bordeaux, de 177541815. Par M. Henri 
CuauvoL, Avocat. Paris. 1856. 

We have always entertained a great respect for the ancient 
magistracy of France. For many centuries previous to the 
Revolution it was the only body which struggled against the 
almost overwhelming power of the Crown and nobility. Of all 
the Parliaments of France, that of Paris possessed the greatest 
influence, and counted in its ranks the most distinguished 
names; but each of the provinces had its own Parliament, and 
could boast of a magistracy which, although not equal in influ- 
ence and celebrity to that of Paris, still strove, and with no ill 
success, to add lustre to the order of which they formed a part. 
A perusal of the work which is named at the head of this paper, 
has carried us back in imagination to the days when a l’Hopital, 
a Molé, and a d’Aguesseau, made glorious the annals of a pro- 
fession to which they religiously devoted their lives. Tothem their 
profession was a sacred duty; with their earliest breath they 
drew in maxims of honour and wisdom, which were after- 
wards to guide them in the exercise of those magisterialpowers 
which they might be said to have inherited. For it must be 
remembered that during the existence of what Mr. Buckle calls 
the protective system in France, the magistracy was a body 
apart; the noblesse de la robe was as exclusive as the noblesse 
de l’epée, and it was as difficult for the mere roturier to gain 
admission into one as into the other. Closely allied to, and 
forming a part of, the magistracy was the order of advocates. 
Before the Revolution the advocates were subjected to very 
stringent rules. They were obliged to appear on all occasions 
dressed in the peculiar, and not ungraceful costume, prescribed 
to them; a black dress, with their hair falling on the shoulders, 
and collected behind by means of a buckle. The rules for the 
regulation of the order did not stop at these merely outward 
observances. ‘There were others addressed to the heart and 
intellect of the avocat. The profession he embraced was to 
be a perpetual curriculum of ethics, and what we now call 
social science. The science and art of eloquence were, it is 
true, leading objects of admiration to the French bar under the 
old régime; but it set the highest value upon an integrity, 
proof against every temptation; vir probus dicendi peritus. 
Of all the provincial Parliaments of France, that of Bordeaux 
was probably the most distinguished. When we remind our 
reailers that in the number of its magistrates it included a 
Montaigne and a Montesquieu, and that among its advocates 
were found the most illustrious members of that political party 
which lives in history as the Girondists, we shall need no 
apology for devoting a small portion of our space to a glance 
at the bar of Bordeaux. 

M — poe a —_ with ——— when the 
ancient Parliaments, sent into during chancellorship 
of M. Maupeon, were restored to their pristine honour by 





Louis XVI., who had lately ascended the throne. The 
of Guyenne were much attached to their old magistracy, ba 


had suffered for having defended their rights, and the restorg. © 


tion to their dignities of this venerable body was regarded as g 
popular triumph. We can imagine the pride with which the 
president of the Parliament addressed his colleagues on that 
occasion nearly fifteen years before the great Revolution which 
changed the face of France. “It is in this place,” he said, 
“ that I have sworn to hold the balance of justice with an eve, 
hand. From the enclosure of that bar, where all the talents 
and all the virtues shine forth once more before me, I shall 
hear again the incessant thunder of the accents of eloquence, 
Free men, I find myself once more among you! Oh, 
friends ! once more, then, we are about, inflamed by a generous 
emulation, together to protect the cause of oppressed innocenca, 
mapas Liberty, O sweet name of Liberty! Liberty, Truth, 
Justice, only sources of the little happiness of which h i 
is susceptible—only objects really worthy of the devotion of 9 
free man, and the passion of an immortal soul—I consecrate to 
you, for ever, in this temple, both the pale ray of intelléct 
which shines in the man, and the few remaining days left to 
me.” From its restoration in 1775 until the year 1789, the 
bar of Bordeaux produced many advocates of rare merit, 
Dupaty, Jean Deséze, Martignac Pare, Brochon, and C; 
were men of the highest distinction, both as advocates, and sub. 
sequently as magistrates. Dupaty had the honour of being the 
first victim of the persecution carried on against the magistracy 
during the last years of Louis XV. He refused to register an 
edict which he deemed to be illegal, and was deprived of his 
place and imprisoned. He was not restored to liberty until 
after the accession of Louis XVI. The name of Deséze is best 
known to us as that of the eloquent and fearless defender of 
Louis XVI., but he was descended from a family long illus- 
trious in the history of the magistracy; and his father, Jean 
Deséze, was a man of no mean ability. His defence of the 
Jesuits should not be passed by in silence. It had been pro- 
posed to the general of that famous order to make certain 
reforms in their constitution; he simply answered, by way of 
endorsement, “ Sint ut sunt aut non sint.” Their total sup- 
pression was, therefore, resolved on. Deséze was almost their 
only supporter at the Palais. After recapitulating the many 
charges brought against the order, he cries out:—“ It is, then, 
from this cavern—this den of lions and tigers, greedy for the 
blood of nations and kings—that have gone forth those mis- 
sionaries who moistened with their blood the burning sands of 
India, the snows and ice of North America—those theologians, 
those preachers, those men so celebrated for the purity of their 
morals, for their erudition, their talents, and the services which 
they rendered to both Church and State.” Jean Deseze had not 
the opportunity which his illustrious son possessed—of defend: 
ing a king, accused by his people; but in the annals of the bar 
of Bordeaux his reputation as a lawyer was equally great. 


About the period of the Revolution, a new generation 
advocates appeared. The opinions propagated by Voltaire, 
Rousseau, D’Alembert, and the Encyclopedists, had become 
diffused among the people generally, and were embraced by 
many of the members of the bar with especial ardour. The 
preceding generation had relied on the simplicity and severity 
of their logic; the new race learned that in order to move 
men you must study the springs of passion. Hence that 
searching for harmonious language, that attention to the ges- 
ture, that modulation of the voice; hence that literary colour- 
ing, that easy delivery, that heat and impetuosity of style and 
manner, which we discern in the new generation. Science 
yielded the palm to eloquence, and abdicated the throne she had 
formerly occupied in the Palais. ‘The first advocate of the new 
school we have to mention is Romain Deséze. Having entered 
upon the practice of his profession at the early age of twenty- 
one, Deséze soon became celebrated as one of the most distin- 
guished advocates of the Bordeaux bar. Such was his repu- 
tation, that while he was yet a very young man, at the earnest 
solicitation of the celebrated Gerbier, he became a member. of 
the bar of Paris. There he did not disappoint the hopes which 
had been entertained of him. He became a member of the 
council of the queen, and the advocate of the Court of Pro- 
vence. When the Baron de Besenval was charged with the 
crime of lése-nation for having repelled the attacks of the popu- 
lace who endeavoured to take the arms of his regiment, Destze 
was his counsel. Strongly attached to thrones, but approving 
of the reforms resulting from the movement of 1789, Deséze spoke 
thus of the revolution and of the men who were its cause:—* In 
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jo exercise resentment or to provoke vengeance against those 
oe without foreseeing this memorable revolution, and perhaps 
without desiring it, have seen its arrival with a sort of uneasi- 
ness, and have not at first rendered it the same homage as 
ourselves? . . . « I speak only of those who, up to the 
moment that the nation re-conquered the imprescriptible rights 
which were received from the Author of nature himself, have only 
gen the nation in the sovereign who ruled it—who recognised 
po other authority as legitimate but that which his predecessors 
had transmitted to him—who have constantly obeyed this 
authority—-who have placed their duty on this obedience, and 
believed they honoured the people by honouring thus the 
monarch. . . And I ask, whatistheircrime? . . He who 
thus speaks to you is a man who holds your opinions, who also 
jas shared your dangers—who, like you, is the friend of liberty 
but who does not believe that liberty can subsist without 
justice. . + They lived—those men whom you accuse— 
they lived in a monarchy which existed for fourteeen centuries. 
They were accustomed to yield to authority. That submission, 
which formed part of French honour, was also their glory. 
They placed their greatest glory in their greatest fidelity.” The 
greatest triumph of Destze as an advocate was his defence of 
Louis XVI. Hisanswer to the invitation to defend the king is well 
known: “I have read a decree of the General Council to the 
eect, that the counsel for the defence, having once entered the 
Temple, can only leave it with his Majesty. I regard this 
décree as an act of proscription against the defenders of the 
king, but I devote’ myself to him.” In the presence of Marat, 
Robespierre, and their adherents, he boldly says: “ I will speak 
to you with the frankness of a free man. I look among you 
for judges—I see nothing but accusers! You wish to deter- 
mine the fate of Louis, and it is you who accuse him, and you 
have already declared your wish! . . . Louis, then, is to 
be the only Frenchman for whom there shall be neither law 
wrform! He shall have neither the rights of a citizen, nor 
the prerogatives of a king! He shall enjoy neither his former 
endition, nor his new one! Strange and inconceivable destiny! 

; F renchmen, the revolution which regenerates you has 
developed great virtues: take care it has not weakened in your 
suls the feelings of humanity. Listen in anticipation to the 
wWice of history. Louis ascended the throne at twenty, and at 
twenty le gave on the throne an example of morality ; he 
brought. to it no culpable weakness, no corrupting passion; he 
} hig just, exact; he showed himself the constant friend 
the people. . . . The people wished for liberty—he gave 
ittothem He came himself to meet them, in his desire to do 
them good; and yet, it is in the name of this very people that 
to-day it is asked, . . . Citizens, do not finish—I stop 
inthe presence of history: think that she will pronounce upon 
your decision, and that her judgment will be that of centuries!” 
Qne of the strangest circumstances of a strange epoch is, that 
Destze, though he remained in Paris, escaped the proscription 
of the ruthless triumvirs. He continued in private life until 
the Restoration, when he was appointed President of the Supreme 
Court, where he continued until } his death (1828). 

(To be continued.) 
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MANCHESTER LAW ASSOCIATION. 


Tite to Lanpep Estates Bu.t—Recistry or LANDED 
Estates Brrt—1859. 


The sub-committee appointed by the committee of the. Man- 
chester Law Association have taken these Bills into their 
careful consideration. 

There is no need to discuss the Bills in reference to any 
wetely professional considerations, ‘The Bills will not reduce 
the business of the solicitor. It is in the interest of the publio 

that the sub-committee proceed to offer some observations. 
House of Commons, the press, and the public assume, 
a matter proved to demonstration, that the p oo measures 
Will be beneficial and economical, and are indeed demanded by 
cusiderations of public policy and justice, The sub-committee 
arrived at a very different conclusion. If the Bills be 
Mased in anything like their present shape, they will neither 
‘sure cheapness nor safety ; on the contrary, they will increase 
se, and multiply facilities for fraud. 
sub-committee premise that the Bills, as now framed, be 
vary limited in their operation. They will not apply to the bulk 
€ settled estates, nor to nye nor to long Fiasetiolds; nor 
will they confer any benefit upon the ig who shall obtain 
te declaration of title, except he sell his property to a 





purchaser for valuable consideration. If the principles of the 

Bills be vicious, it is well that their operation should be confined 
to as few cases as possible. But let the matter be fully under- 
stood. Let it be fully understood, too, that the plan of ‘a 
Landed Estates Court was discussed by the Commissidners 
upon whose report the Bills profess to be founded, and was 
unanimously rejected by them. 

The leading principle of the Titles Bill may be thus shortly 
stated:—It is desirable that the owner of property, who may 
wish for a declaration of indefeasible title, shall have the means 
of acquiring it, through the intervention of a Court, which shall 
investigate his evidences, and, on approval, give a certificate 
accordingly. This proposition cannot be denied, if it be con- 
fined to the case of an owner of property wholly unincumbered, 
whose title can be investigated without dragging into the 
inquiry the title of any other person. But it is not just, for 
the purpose of benefiting this comparatively small class of 
proprietors, to imperil the rights either of an incumbrancer, or 
of any other owner of property, who does not, for his own 
purposes, request inquiry. Owners claiming under derivative 
titles have acquired them, in most instances, under qualified 
covenants only. What right have they to violate the essential 
conditions of their purchase, and, in the attempt to benefit 
themselves, to challenge, and possibly endanger, the titles of 
those under whom they claim? It is clearly as contrary to 
public policy as to justice, that, with the view of asce 
the rights of one man, those of innocent and contented 
should undergo judicial sifting, with the chance of judicial 
rejection. It is no answer to say that every man who discloses 
his title to a purchaser must submit to the probability that sub- 
sequent purchasers may discover its defects. There is an obvious 
difference between objections taken by an adverse practitioner, 
and those formally adjudicated to be substantial by a court of 
justice. Every property taken into such a court, and not 
successfully brought out of it, will be depreciated, and the 
owner fettered as to future dealings with it. Take the case of 
a large landowner: he sells a small farm, conveys it with 
qualified covenants for title, sometimes covenanting also for 
production of his deeds from a particular date, whilst, at other 
times, the purchaser relies upon the almost immemorial holding 
of the vendor and of his ancestors. Suppose the purchaser 
shall wish to avail himself of the proposed measure, whilst the 
vendor has reasons for not doing so. Why should the purchaser 
compel the vendor to submit his title to judicial inquiry? He 
was satisfied to pay his money and to get his conveyance 
according to the terms of his contract; and what right has he 
to re-open the transaction? 

And here may be noticed the power which the Bill proposes 
to give (s. 18)—of applying for an indefeasible title, in the case 
of a purchaser, if the purchaser give security for the payment 
to the vendor of all such additional expenses as he may sustain 
by reason of the application. Suppose a contract to be care- 
fully worded, so as to provide against some particular state of 
the title: why should the matter be disclosed until the purchaser 
has paid his purchase-money? Until then he will be sporting 
with the property of another, rather than dealing with his 
own, 

There are numerous and important cases, relating to land in 
Lancashire and Cheshire, which more strongly illustrate the 
injustice of the proposed system. In the manufacturing parts 
of those counties, and especially in towns and in the adjacent 
districts, the large landowners lay out their estates for building. 
They often sell in fee; not for a sum of money in gross, but 
reserving yearly ground-rents, commonly called chief-rents. 
Is it right that a purchaser of a few hundred yards of one of 
these estates (some of them of great extent) at a ground-rent 
of £5 or £10 per annum, should, for the puree of availing 
himself of any advantage supposed to be co: nferred b, 
system, be allowed to bring into discussion, ot practically to 
challenge the title of the landowner under whom he claims, 
and who himself retains the first charge upon the land, in the 
shape of the ground-rent? 

And this raises more distinctly the question of the policy of 
the Bill, as regarding estates subject to any class of in- 
cumbrances. hy should ‘a mortgagor, for instance, be per- 
mitted to raise questions which may shake the title of the 
mortgagee, who, probably, depends solely on his a ; 
why should any other owner of prop ty subject to 
brances jeopardise the charge? At all events let him pay off 
the incumbrance before he seek a certificate of title, 
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would seem to be the first resource. But, probably, the framers 
of the measure conceived that its application would be so 
éxteénsive as to render that recognised medium of authorised 
advertisement too circumscribed for the purpose. As the Bill 
atands, the choice of newspapers is left to the discretion of the 
Court, and notices are to be affixed to the land. But many 
owners of property, and of incumbrances on property, reside at 
long distances, and have no means of seeing the newspapers in 
which such notices may be given. And how many newspapers 
must a person of large properties in various places read, if he 
wish to be safe. But the Bill itself admits that notices and 
newspapers are not sufficient precautions. 

And let it be specially observed that, in many instances, the 

incumbrance will not appear on the face of the abstract, even 
should it show the sixty years’ title. Take the common case 
of land held upon ground-rents, such as those before mentioned. 
A large piece of land has been sold on a perpetual chief or 
ground rent. This piece has been divided and subdivided on 
sale, also on chief rents (on each subdivision, the rent imme- 
diately preceding being the only one noticed and indemnified 
against by the vendor); and, in much less than sixty years, 
the original rent has ceased to be noticed on the deeds, and the 
actual owner of the land is ignorant of its existence. He pays 
his ground-rent to the party conveying to him; that person to 
the next i diately precedent rent-owner, and so on; the 
original rent being paid by the parties who have acquired, and 
who now own the rents created on an early subdivision of the 
land. So matters have proceeded in the counties before-named 
for nearly a century; so they must proceed unless the system 
be stopped; a result, not desirable on grounds of public policy, 
since it facilitates the acquisition of land by the humbler classes 
of society. It frequently happens, too, that a sixty years’ title 
does not give any notice of the original conveyance. ‘The owner 
of the original rent thereby reserved does not receive it from the 
person in possession of the land; and he never troubles himself 
to inquire who is the owner. Streets may have been laid out; 
the names of streets may have been (they occasionally are) 
changed; so that, even if the chief-rent owner did keep up his 
neéwspaper-reading, he might not know what was doing. Now, 
ought the rights of the owner of the first ground-rent to be thus 
dealt with? Is it said that all former ground-rents, and other 
incumbrances, ought to appear on the face of every transfer of 
the land to which they relate? Then to what length must the 
simplest transfer of the smallest property run? It may be 
remarked generally, that, to guard for the future against the 
dangers arising from the proposed system, every possible 
recital arid notice must appear on the face of every deed. But 
the e ! 

Surely the least that can be done for an owner or incum- 
brancer, whom the notices prescribed by the Legislature fail to 
reach, is, that he shall be provided by the Act with a sufficient 
indemnity against the loss of his property. It has been sug- 
gested also that the dangers threatening the owners of chief- 
rents might be avoided, by including that class of charges in 
the ninth section of the Bill, as amended in committee. But 
these suggestions only illustrate the more strongly the incon- 
sistency of the entire measure with all established notions, 
Will the Legislature incur any such responsibility? Or increase 
the number of doubts which will still affect titles termed 
indefeasible? 

As a condition of such benefits as the new system will confer, 
the owner must, in exchange for the certificate of an inde- 
feasible title, for ever part with the possession of such of his 
title-deeds as relate exclusively to the land, and are available 
for proving the title: By this plan, one portion of the deeds 
will, in very many cases, be deposited with the Court, and the 
rést continue in the possession of the owner. But what trouble 
and expense will be thus occasioned ! 

Answers to some of the preceding objections will be found 
in the system of cautions provided by the bill relating to titles. 
But how will this work? The new system puts every man 
upon his guard. Hence the very idea of these cautions. Who 
will be satisfied unless he has taken every care to defend hiin- 
self? It is conceived that, to place himself in the best 
possible position, every holder of property in iand, and of 
every interest therein aud incumbrance thereon, must, the da 
the Act shall pass, lodge his caution with an address in England, 
and by himself and fis successors, perpetually maintain that 
address upon the books of the Court. It must be well con- 
sidered that, now, fraud confers no title, as between the 
defrander and an innocent holder; although (and this is 
material as suggesting, under both the present and the proposed 





parties, But when indefeasible titles are talked about, of which 


some of the main foundations are to be the perusal of news, , 


pers and the affixing of notices, who will be justified in neg. 
fecting to lodge his caution? At all events, the solicitor 
recommend it; but, his advice followed, how many cautions will 
have to be lodged, and at what expense ? 

The Registry of Landed Estates Bill is yay supplemen. 
tary to that already considered; and the first and fatal objection 
to the second Bill is its adoption of one metropolitan . 
A single illustration of the monstrous injustice and incon. 
venience of such an arrangement will suffice, Mortgagees ary 
to rank according to order of registry. No mortgagee, there. 
fore, will actually part with his money until his charge by 
registered; neither will the mortgagor register the charge until 
he has got his money; but, if so, all mortgage transactions 
must be settled in London. Clauses might probably be devised 
providing against this patent absurdity. But the whole 
ment is in direct contravention of a principle long discussed, j 
settled by the Probate Act of a recent session. Justice mnt 
travel to every man’s door, and every man is equally entitled tp 
equal facilities for dealing with his property; the man at York 
equally with him in London; and the small holder equally 
with the large. It is obvious that, instead of having one cep. 
tral registry, there should be local and district registries, unless 
the wants and interests of land-owners in the provinces are to 
be wholly ignored, and a palpable injustice perpetrated. 

Many objections to the measures still remain. Two specimens 
will suffice. Under the proposed system of registration no 
secret mortgage will be possible; and the owner of land who, 
for family reasons, wishes to pledge his property, for a short 
period, will appear in the lists cireulated through the empire, 
of bankrupts, insolvents, and persons who have given judgments 
and bills of sale. Will the owners of land consent to this? Js 
it reasonable they should? And, again, the poverty-stricken 
claimant of property, who receives notice that his rights, 
whether real or supposed, are threatened, may be required to 
give security for damages, before he be permitted to defend 
them. 

The sub-committee recommend that these observations, if 
approved by the committee,* be forwarded to the members of 
the Association, with the view that the opinions of the Asso- 
ciation shall be made known to those who repose so 8 
confidence in the legal profession. This done, the duty of the 
Association will have been duly discharged, and the Legislature 
must decide whether measures which shake the foundations of 
property, without conferring any practical benefit, are to receive 
the sanction of law. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Trrte To LanpeD Estates Bix (Clause 68). RecistTer 
or Lanpep Estates Brix (Clause 61). 
Observations on these Clauses, so far ag the same relate to 

Certificated Conveyancers. 

It is submitted that certificated conveyancers should not b 
authorised or permitted to transact business properly belonging 
to solicitors, in carrying the proposed Acts into effect in the 
Landed Estates Court and registry. 

It is believed that this would be the first instance in which 
this class of practitioners have been expressly recognised by 
Act of Parliament, except in the Stamp Act, which is merely 
a fiscal provision; and even this Act does not define their duties, 
but rather assumes that persons practising as such are acting 
under an authority derived from one of the four Inns of Court. 
It will be presently shown that this authority extends only to 
the funetion of a barrister, and is obviously in as a tem- 
porary indulgence to a student who has kept his terms, and who 
is in progress to be called to the bar. The authority thus given 
‘to practise as a conveyancer, as in the case of a speeial pleader, 
to which it is analogous, is for one year only, but it may be 
renewed under the conditions laid down by the i 
adopted by all the four Inns of Court in 1852, which regula 
tious were founded upon the report of the committee on legal 
education, made in Hilary Term, 1852. 

By these regulations it is provided :— 

“That it is expedient that no attorney-at-law, solicitor, 
writer to Rn om, ¥: writersto the Scotch courts, proctor, 
notary public, clerk in Chancery, Parliamen t, or agent 
in any court, original or pen clerk agi of the 
peace, or person acting in any of those capacities, should be 
admitted a member of any of the said societies for the purpose 
of being called to the bar, or of practising under the bar, until 
such person, being on the roll of any court, shall have taken 











system, the necessity of ad every possible legal precaution 
it may confer S aide a updale cod veer mele taney 


* The Committee unanimously adopted the report. 
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his name off the roll thereof; or until he and every other per- 
gon above named or described shall have entirely and bond fide 
ceased ee or practise in any of the capacities above named 


or descri 
« Also, “That no member of any of the said societies should 


be allowed to apply for or take out any certificate to practise, 
gither directly or indirectly, as a special pleader, or convey- 
gncer, or draftsman in equity, without the special permission 
‘of the master of the bench of each society ogeteny, and 
that no such permission should be granted until the member 
applying ying shall have kept twelve terms. That such permission 

d only be'granted for one year from the date thereof, but 
may be renewed annually by order as aforesaid.” 

And then follows a form of declaration to be made by each 

icant for admission as a member, in which he is required 
to declare that he will not, directly or indirectly, apply for or 
take out any certificate to practise, directly or indirectly, as a 
pleader, or conveyancer, or draftsman in equity, without 
permission of the masters of the bench of the society, 
and that he is not an attorney-at-law, solicitor, &c. (in the 
terms above given), and that he does not act, directly or indi- 
ort in.any such capacity. 
_. By these regulations the Inns of Court have taken the most 
stringent means of preventing any certificated conveyancer 
from engaging i in the duties or capacity of an attorney, or soli- 
nil or agent in any court, original or appellate;” and that 
person practising in either of the courts contemplated 
otf “ Bills will be acting in direct violation of the spirit, if 
not of the letter, of the rules of the inn of which he is a 
member. 

It is unnecessary here to consider how far a certificated con- 
veyancer is entitled, as such, to transact that part of convey- 
ancing business which now belongs to a solicitor. In doing so, 
it is submitted that he is clearly acting in opposition to the 
intention and rules of his society. 

It is believed that many of the persons who are practising as 
certificated conveyancers throughout the country are doing so 
upon the mere fiscal authority of the stamped certificate ob- 
tained from Somerset-house, and that they do not obtain the 
renewed authority from the masters of the Inns of Court re- 
quired by the regulations, 

This stamped certificate is obtained by simply filling up a 
ene form kept at the Stamp-office, in which the applicant is 

uired to state his name and residence, and of which 
aps he isa member. Yo proof is required that he is 
Santee by one of the four Inns of Court to practise, or that 
he is even a member of the inn of which he represents himself 
to be a member. 

It. is submitted, that much of the business to be done under 
the proposed Bills will require a knowledge, not only of the 
laws of real property, but also of business similar to that trans- 


. acted. by solicitors before the judges i in chambers, and that te 


public will have no security against ignorance or incapacity, if 
other persons than solicitors are allowed to practise in these 
courts. It is as important for the due administration of the 
business in the proposed courts, as it is in the existing equity 
eourts, that the practitioners should be officers amenable to the 
Courts, and answerable for misconduct of any kind, which the 
Class of certificated conveyancers would scarcely be. 

A solicitor undergoes a service of five years, and a somewhat 
severe test of his capacity to practise at the end of that period, 
before he is admitted and allowed to practise, while certificated 
conveyancers are not subjected to any such training. The 
former also qualifies himself at an actual outlay, in money, of 
some hundreds of pounds, besides a sacrifice of time for five 
years, without remuneration ; whereas a certificated con- 
veyancer, in order to enter into competition with him, has only 
to Pay his fees and keep his terms as a member of his inn, and 


"his r annum for his practising certificate. 
it is therefore s' ted, that there should be added to these 
clauses a provision, that no person, not being qualified for the 


time being, to practise as a barrister or solicitor in the Hi igh 
Court of Chancery, should be authorised to practise in 
Landed Estates Court, and that any such unqualified Bon 
practising in such court should be liable to the same penalties 
and punishments as he would be subject to for practising in the 
Court of Chancery. 

Law Society’s Hall, Mar. 14, 1859. 





LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 
~ A.general m of this society will be held next Monda: 
at eight 0’ , to resume the discussion on Mr, Ede 
= ebster’s , on the Solicitor-General’s “Landed 
d Bill” and “ Landed Estates Bill.” 








DEBATING SOCIETY FOR LAW CLERKS. 

A meeting of the Manchester law clerks took place on Wed- 
nesday evening last, at the Union-chambers, Dickenson-street, 
to take steps for the establishment of a debating society for 
non-articled clerks. The pro apenition was readily acceded to, 
and rules were adopted and officers elected. The society will 
meet weekly for the discussion of legal subjects, and otherwise 
aiding the clerks in their studies. 





Court Papers. 


Queen's Bench. 
Srrrmes at Nist Prius in Middlesex and London before the 
Joun, Lorp CampseLt, Lord Chief Justice of her Majesty's 
Queen’s Bench, in and after Easter Term, 1859. 


IN TERM. 

en. 
ist Sitting .... Monday .. April 18 | Ist eee _-Mfeneeday, bh ~ shy 27 
2nd Sitting . eeee Friday ” Sitting.. 
$rd «..- Friday - May6/] « 

For undefended only. 
AFTER TERM. 

Middlesex. London. 

WARY oy ccc ieccocices ove+May 13 | Tuesday .......cceeee- cose May 17 


The Court will sit at 10 o’clock every day. 

The Causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in Term, if not 
Sees 6 oe ane Se be tried by adjournment on the days follow- 
ing each of such sitting days. 


Common Pleas. 

Srrmncs at Nist Prius in Middlesex and London before rds py ‘on 
Sir ALEX4NDER Cocxsuan, Bart., Lord Chief Justice of her 
a ee in and after Eastern 

‘ERM, \ 








in IN TERM. 

Monday «...ceseccvccses April 18 | Wednesday.............- April 27 
PYAGAy i cvcsncisccstieves » 3 Jovcceccdvcsscs 4 
AFTER TERM. 

FEBRY - ecccccccccccsicpes May 13 | Tuesday ..........seseee May 18 

The Court will sit, during and after Term, at 10 o'clock. 
The Causes in the list for each Sf Ge iers ing en ea Se 


of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days 





ing each of such sitting days. 

Cxchequer of Pleas. 

Srrrmvcs at Nist Parus in Middlesex and London before the Hon. 
Sir Frepsricx Pottock, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of her Majesty's Court 
of Exchequer, in and after EASTER Team, 1859. 

IN TERM. 
Ist Sitting = d 
st Sitting ...... Monday April 18 | Ist pnt Biting. retnantey 7 
2nd Sitting ...... Friday.. |e 1. Wednesday 5 
3rd Sitting ...... Friday. +. May 6 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex, London. 
Friday ..cce.cdsees esses May 13} Taseday .....cccecccccee May 17 


The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 

The Court will sit in Middlesex, at Nisi Prius, in Term, by adjournment 
from day to day until the Causes entered for the respective Middlesex 
Sittings are disposed of. 

In each of the London Sittings, during Term, there will be two days for 


the trial of Causes. 
Court of Prodate. 
FURTHER RULES AND ORDERS TO BE HENCEFORTH OBSERVED 
IN HER MAJESTY’S COURT OF PROBATE. 


In banreenamgrony bags nee 





27. The entry of an appearance to 
forth the interest in the effects of he docntned testator or intestate of the 
person on whose behalf such appearance is entered 

28. In a testamentary cause—when a will is opposed by a next-of-kin of 
faa Soneean’ weotaien, or Oe 8 who would be entitled in distribution 
to his effects in case he shi 
party under 


to the party setting up the 
proved in solemn form of law, and only ii 
pe mpl agen p ak ny sade goge dayemag bem mephaganten eh pe 
to do so, and shall be subject to the same liabilities in respect of costs as he 
ee ee ee ee according to 


Prerogative Court. 
This 28rd day of February, 1859. 


en 
—_ 


Auclarumed Stock in the Bank of Bugland. 
The Amount 1. y 
af Parte cumin the ame, wake eter Clomants 
cote canis three Iaahe 
Aneel, Soe, Se Gent., Foley-place, Portland-place, £50 Consols.—Cilaimed. 
asa, ght Ber, be Dr. Joann, Seat Sten, of Gloucester and Bristol, 


ic Reh se die a ie nec 


Winitam 


| 
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Barty, Eveanor, Spinster, Brook-green, Eight Dividends on £787 : 10: 0 
34 per Cents.—Claimed by Micnagt ForristaL, acting executor of 
Rev. Edward Cox, who was surviving executor of Rev. Edward Norris, 
who was surviving executor of Right Rev. Thomas Griffiths, who was 
sole executor of Rev, Joseph Kimbell, who was: surviving executor 
of the said Eleanor Bayly. 
Becuer, Joun Rei, Lieutenant in the East India Company’s Service, 
Bengal, £500 Consols.—Claimed by Joan Rem Becner, now Brevet- 
Major in her Majesty’s Bengal Engineers. 
Curtp, Cuartorre, Spinster, Northfield, near Birmingham, £48 : 19:8 
New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by CaarLorre CHILD. 
CotLinewoop, Witt1aM, Gent., Newgate-market, and WiLLiam CoLLIns, 
Gent., Highbury-park, Middlesex, £165 : 19: 9 Reduced.—Claimed by 
Wittiam Cottincwoop and CHaRLorre COLLINGwooD, Spinster, exe- 
cutors of William Collingwood, who was the survivor. 
Coox, Joun, Wheelwright, Aveley, Essex, £300 Consols.—Claimed by 
Mary Davies, Widow, cateck: Gate with will annexed, de benis non, 
Day, Gzo +» Chri Oxford, £90 : 18: 2 Reduced.—Claimed 
by Rev. GeorcE Day. 
Haypen, Saran, Spinster, Widington, Essex, £50 New 3 per Cents.— 
Claimed by Saran HaybDEn. 
Lyon, Davin, Esq., Grosvenor-place, Middlesex, and James WILLIAM 
FRESHFIELD, jun., Gent., New Bank - buildings, One. Dividend on 
£5392 : 14: 2 Consols.—Claimed by Davip Lyon, the survivor. 
MacapaM, James, Surgeon, Bambay Establishment, Two Dividends on 
£5456 : 7: 2 Consols.—Claimed by Taomas WinGATE HENDERSON, the 
acting executor. 
Ruopes, Henry, Architect, Margaret-street, Cavendish-square, £100 Con- 
sols.—Claimed by Henry Witson CuaPman, administrator de bonis non. 
Ricsy, Mary, Spinster, and Rev. Tuomas GasKELL, Clerk, both of New- 
ton, near Manchester, £100 3§ per Cents.—Claimed by Tuomas OLDFIELD 
Coorer, & OswaLp MILNE, feocators of Mary Rigby 
Rostnson, Saran, Widow, Brompton-row, Middlesex, £2000 Consols.— 
Claimed by Rev. Davin Rosinson, clerk, ‘the sole executor. 
Rovse, Epwarp, Esq., Finchley, and James Devereux Hustier, Esq., 
Park-street, Grosvenor-square, Two Dividends on £1608 : 2 : 4 Consols. 
. Claimed by Epwarp Rovss. 
TataaM, Exizasera, Widow, Priory, Rose-hill, Oxon, One Dividend on 
£30,000 34 per Cents.—Claimed by Rey. Joun Hatt and Epwarp 
Frampton, administrators, with will annexed, de bonis non. 








——>—————- 
Weirs at Law and Wert of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Cap, Joun Apxins (the son of Joseph and Frances coe roy formerly 
pies! at Romsey. His heirs to apply to Mr. George Smith, Solicitor, 

bury. 

Danauanree, Georce Hapinton, Licutenant and Paymaster in her Ma- 
jesty’s 91st Regiment of Foot, late of the Pireus, in Greece (who died on 
or about June 12, 1826). Smith v. Dalrymple, V.C. Stuart. Last Day 
Sor Proof, Mar, 2. 

Frances, Marta PartrincE, Spinster, Castle-gate, Derby. Her next of kin 
to apply to Welby & Flint, Solicitors, Uttoxeter. 

MEDLAND, Henry, nephew of William Medland, Esq., of Hertford, who left 
England for China in 1847. His heirs to apply to Mr. J. Clark, Solicitor, 
35 Welbeck-street, Oxford-street, W. 

Ossorn, CHartes, residing in the neighbourhood of Woolwich. His next 
of kin to communicate with Vallance & Vallance, Solicitors, 20 Essex- 
street, Strand. 

PoRTER, ALEXANDER SmitH, Gent., Bransford-road, St. John’s, near Wor- 
cester (who died in Sept., 1849). Jones v. Dighton, V.C. Kindersley. 
Last Day for Proof, Mar. 19, for next of kin living at the time of his death. 


—_—_——- 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 
BIRTHS. 

EYRE—On Mar. 12, at No. 9, Montague-place, Russell-square, the wife of 
G. L. Phipps Eyre, Esq., of a daughter. 

MARTINDALE—On Mar. 9, at Barnes, the wife of S. M. Martindale, Esq., 
of a daughter. 

RIVOLTA—On Mar. 13, at No. 10, Montague-street, Russell-square, the 
wife of Mr. D. A. Rivolta, of a daughter. 

WHITE—On Mar. 16, at Notting-hill, the wife of Frederick T. White, Esq., 
of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 

WILLIAMS—On Mar. 17, at 146 Regent-street, the wife of A. K. Williams, 
Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

BANNISTER— CALDECOTT—On Mar. 8, at the parish church of Rugby, 
by the Rev. William Tait, Edward Bannister, Esq., of 12 Camden-square, 
and 13 John-street, Bedford-row, to Laura, youngest daughter of Thomas 
Caldecott, Esq., the Lodge, Rugby. 

BLAKELEY—CARTLICH—On Mar. 10, at St. Werburgh’s Church, by the 
Rey. W. F. Wilkinson, vicar, William "Blakeley, Esq., Dewsbury, York- 
shire, to Maria Burton, eldest daughter of Thomas Cartlich, Esq., Wood- 


land-villa, Derby. 

BRAITHWAITE—SIE VIER—On Mar. 12, at St. John’s, Upper oe 
by. the Rev. C. W. Edmonstone, M.A., Thomas Braithwaite, Esq., of 
aan pe sae, and Hereford, Solicitor, to a "Malcolm, 

oungest daughter of Robert William Sievier, Esq., F.1 

HORMAN. FISHER—BROWNE—On Mar. 10, at Tong, Ghoepittte; by the 
Rev. G. W. Woodhouse, M.A,, Vicar of Albrighton, assisted by the Rev. 
John W. Harding, M.A., and the Rev. G. G. Woodhouse, Roger Horman- 
—— Esq., of the Middle Temple, to Ann Staples-Browne, of the 

Priory, Tong, widow of the late Thomas Staples-Browne. 

NEVE—LEES—On Mar. 17, at Codsall, Staffordshire, by the Rev. Arthur 
Trower, John Neve, Esq., ‘Solicitor, Wolverhampton, to Elizabeth, second 
da ughter of the late Richard Lees, , of Oaken, Staffordshire 

NORTH—KEPPEL—On Mar, 16, at North Creake, Norfolk, by the Hon. 
and Rev. Edward Keppel, Charles North, Captain Norfolk Artillery, and 
Barrister-at-law, only son of Frederick North, Esq.. of Rougham, Nor- 
folk, M.P., for Hastings, to Augusta, eldest daughter of the Hon. and 
Rev. Thomas Keppel, and niece of the Earl of Albemarle. 

PEAKE—PEAKE—On Mar. 10, at. St. Nicholas Church, yi by the 
Vicar, the Rev. H. M. W: ene Henry Lacy, third son of H. B. Peake, 





DEATHS. ce 


te 


~— 4 Mar. 11, at Reading, in his 69th year, Joseph Darval, 


ENG ‘EHEART—On Mar. 9, in her 65th year, we Jane, the wife at 
Nathaniel Brown Engleheart, of Doctors’ Commons 

"KNOX—On Mar. 14, at Berwick-upon-Tweed, Margaret, 
the late Mr. sige ito ot tins tom oak ater ah a eeaiee ‘ 
3 Bloomsbury-square, London 

NEWILL—On Mar. II, suddenly, at the residence of her mother, 
i Pam, Birmingham, Jane, the wife of R. D. Newill, Esq., , 


ington, Salop. 
OLIPHANT On Mar. 9, Sir Anthony Oliphant, C.B., late Chief per 


aged 65, 

TYERMAN—On Mar. 9, at Brompton, Catherine Ellen, third daughter of 
Frederick Tyerman, Esq., of Weymouth-street, Portland-place, and New. 
court, Temple, aged 18 months. : 


> 
Estate Bxrchange Report. 


(For the week ending March 12th, 1859.) 
Leasehold Residence Noe 13" pes. yi Saae mepene 
0! ence, No. 19, thill- "s-park, term, 99 
years from Lady-day, — rome rent, £10 per annum ; jet at 


£85 
per annum.—Sold for 
By Mr. G. Rosinson, 

The Rosherville Gardens, at Rosherville, Northfleet, Kent, with the erec. 
tions and buildings thereon, about 15 acres, held for 95 years. from 
Mob, | ~ at the rent of £300 per annum; the Rosherville hotel and 
house unds, held for 91 years from March, 1845, at £70 per 
pow be Pes herville pier and ng-place, held for 21 years from 
March, 1857, at £160 per annum ; and several plots of building-ground, 
held for 95 years from March, 1841, at £80 per annum.—Sold in one lot 


for £11,720. 
By Messrs. Rusaworts & Jarvis. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 6, Suffolk-street, Pall Mall East, held for 
years from Christmas last, at yearly rent of £55: 2:6, and £3: 5 
per coneat in lieu of land-tax , let on lease at £200 per annum.—Sold 
ior £1800. 

bites = we Coach and Horses Yard, Old Burlington-street.—Sold 


y Messrs. Norton, Hoccant & Tris. 

Freehold House Px Shop, No. 63, High-street, Shoreditch, corner of Church- 

street, let on lease at Peps per annum.—Sold for £3310. 
y Messrs, Prews & WaLv. 

Lease and Goodwill ot taneantets Shop and Premises, No. 216, Oxford- 
street, held for 163 years from December, 1857, at £200 per annum.— 
Sold for £175 (Fixtures, £150.) 

By Mr. DesENHAM. 

Freehold Houses, with large "nadaitare warehouses, Nos. 15 & 16, Eldon- 
street, Moorfields; let at £80 per annum.—Sold for £1480 (in two lots). 

Leasehold House and Shop, 2, Golden-lane, St. Luke’s, and Four Houses in 

the rear, being Nos. | to 4, Bell-alley ; term, 21 years from Midsummer, 

1858; ground-rent, £36 per annum; let at £94: 12: 0 per annym.— 

Sold for £220. 

Leasehold House and Shop, 1, Golden-lane, and Four Houses in the rear, 
being Nos. 1 to 4, Turk’s-place ; term, 21 years from Mic 1858! 

ground-rent, £20 per annum; let at £72 per annum.— Sold for £220, 

By Mr. H. Lowpon. 

Leasehold Residences, Nos. 14 & 15, Paragon, New Kent-road; also a smal. 
Cottage and Stable in the rear ‘thereof ; held for 454 years from Lad 

day, 1859 ; eetiogeaaee £18 per annum ; let at £144 per annum. for> 7 


for £1400 

By Mr. CHAMPNESS, 
Leasehold (Fifteen) Houses, "Nos. 19 to 23, Harrow-alley, Nos. 1 to 3, 
Gravel-lane, and | to 7, Mount-court, St. Botolph, Aldgate; gross rental, 
£227: 10:0; held for 300 years from Michaelmas, il .ohovenpesstin 


—Sold for £1700. 
By Messrs. Paicxerr & Sons. 
Freehold Building Land, St. Ann’s-Jane, mae Ansa comprising 2a. Or. 
20p., with cottage, cow-sheds, and outbuildings thereon.—-Sold for £1160, 
Leasehold, Improved Ground-rent of £31 : 8 : 8 per annum, secured upon 
10 houses, Bywater-street, King’s-road, Chelsea ; term, 63} years from 
September, 1845.—Sold for £460. 7 
By Mr. James REYNOLDS. 

Freehold, Two Acresof Meadow Land, Roydon, Essex ; let at £4 per annum: 
—Sold for £100. 

bow ery roy 8p. of Meadow Land, on Pamdon-common, Pamdon, Essex. 


y Mr. C. Puen. 

Leasehold, Semi-detached Pr a Residences, 92 & 93, yergary tone 2 Cam- 
berwell; held for an unexpired term of 24 years, free of ground-rent; 
let at £44 per annum.—Sold for £340. 
Two Houses, Regina-road, Hornsey. —-Sold for £545 (in 2 lots). 
By Mr. Marsz. 
Leasehold Houses, Nos. 1, 2, & 3, Dean-street South, and No. 13,.Maze- 

pond, Tooley-street, Southwark; term, 61 years from March 25, 1835; 
eueee-eury £23 : 10: 0 per annum; let at £148 per annum.—Sold for 
The Life Interest of a Lady aged 51 years, in the sum of £126: 18: ra 
—? also a policy for £1500 in the Argus on the same life.—Sold for 


The Life Interest of a Gentleman aged 36, in the residue of an estate (to 
oa ee which will not be less than £475.—Sold 
for 
The Absolute Reversion to One-fifth or Share of £13,000 Consols, 
and £2310 3} per Cents., receivable on the decease of a Gentleman aged 
77 years.—Sold for £1960. 
At Garraway’s,—By Mr. Musrett. 

A nett improved Ground-rent of £17 per annun}, arising from Nos. 1 to 10, 
and 16 to 21, Brown’s-place, John-street, Wellington-street, Stoke New- 
ington ; term, 55} years from June, 1858.—Sold for £265. 
An improved Rent of £9 : 10:0 per conga scared pon Nos 1 t 

John-street, Wellington-street ; 


38 


; 





Esq., of Worcester, to Eleanor Fanny, daughter of J. B. Peake 
and grandchildren of the late Thomas Peake, Serjeant-atlaw. tan 





ty 3 term, 554 
for £135. 
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imu Premises, the “ Hope” Coffee House, Eagle Wharf. 
road, New North eee: Sa nee ; term, 6l years from 
Teme. Bo, 48, Whitechapel rad let at £26 
Leasehold ‘0. annum 
held for 500 from Michaelmas, 1584, free of ground-rent-—-Sold for 
v By Messrs. FaResrotuer, Cuarx, & Lye. 
Freehold Residence, No. 21, James-street, Buckingham-gate ; let on lease 
for 40 years from Michaelmas, 1856 ; at £100 per annum. —Sold for 1860 
freehold Houses and Shops, Nos. 19, 20, & 21, Milbank-street, West- 
pho concn pact pe let on lease at £3%per annum.— Sold for 
Hebd Houses, Kes. 31 & 32, Milbank-street, with Wharf in 
thereof ; let on lease at £140 per annum.—Sold for £2005. sii 
Freehold Premises, estminster a eae aren He. 
24a, Market-street ; posts ee dye Ld gy ig he 
Freehold Tenement and Land, Foss-bridge, Coln, aay Glou- 
cestershire, in all about 3a. Or. soe scm eee tis. » sold for £330. 
Srgisd . Funds. 
ENcLisH Fonps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 
sey Cans: Coma 984 |96 bE 6 06 fa 953 | 958 8 | 958 
3 5 5: 9 5; 
New 3 per Cent. Ann...| .. ee ee ee a2 iedhd 
New SS Gna’ ee ee 79} 80 ee 
exp. Jan 
ee 5, 
Dae assis ap ed ret oe oe ‘ és és 
Ba ae ‘e oe s oe 
ae ee et ee oe 
++ {994 4 9] 985 § | 988 | 98% F 
16si8sp| 19s p |15si8sp| .. | 185 p 
lésp| l6sp/ .. os +e 
oe '834sp|34s37sp| 36s p | 33s p 
re [2 |s4s87sp| 378 p | 368 p 
38834sp 3is p 348375 p 34s p 363 p 
June; .. of ee oe “e ee 
See “ «e ee ee ais “ 
bh Ba , 188 be ae ee ae j ‘ pe 
per Cent. tetvtemsccal os. tI Low 100 | .. 
Railway Stock. 

Railways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues.} Wed.} Thur. | Fri. 
Bik. Lan, & Ch. June..| .. ee “s ee 
> member 84 4/842]... 843 
Chester and Holy we] oe A oe 49 49 
East Anglian ........0+ 6b’ 2/60) 60 ok § 60" coleoy 20 wo tt 
Eastern Union A. Stock.|... | s+ | se | ee | cs 
mea bl ‘ 4 ve 933 ‘ —7 
Edinburgh lasgow| 72 oe eo ee 2 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee “a es os ee 27 6] | 27 6§ 
Geaenee 103} 23] 1023 a 103° 

eocses 103 103 102 
Ditto A. Stock ....) .. 89 se as oh 88 7 
Ditto B. Si sooo] 1833] .. "8 a 133 
eee = wert. (oon) <o i } = 105 |104 
Great Western ........| 57: 7: 51 5 7| 87, 573 8 
an Sears . G. Stk. i % i t? ea se 
} 95 5 95 
Lon, oe ae 1k anf aa oy odd oan 
- 4 5 5 4 5 
Landon South. Westrn.|03 4 93 | 3 ud ‘ Pty 92 
Man. Sheff. & oe ony ine 37 3 By = 
ccccccceccsoos| Bb 100 |100 
ie soceace ee et) pe ee 
ceccceee| 58 59 58; 58 
North-Eastern ; ols 91 i 
Ditto Leeds 46 4 
Ditto 76 5$ | 7 
North London a Ce 
Scottish : ee . : 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen oe ° 
Do. Scotsh. i Je 
Srophire ne 47 

Devon . 38.3 | 38: 
South-Eastern 70%4)|7 
louth Wales . is se 
Vale of Neath 70 69 | 71. 69 

















London Gazettes. 


Pew Members of Parliament. 
Touxspay, Mar. 15, 1859. 
County oF NortHumBerLann.—Northern * Division.—The Right Hon. 
Algernon George Percy, commonly called Lord Lovaine, re 
County or Srintine.—Peter Blackburn, Esq., re-elected. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Tusspay, Mar. 15, 1859. 
Kivepon, Tuomas, & Epwarp Rosinson, Attorneys-at-Law and Solicitors, 
rnemouth, co. Southampton, and 21 Great George-st., Westminster, 
by mutual consent. 


Bankrupts. 
TUESDAY, —s pee 1859. 


CHINERY, Davi, African Merchant pti 
Evans: Mar. 25 and April 21, at 1; ? asinghal 
Riches, 34 Coleman-st. Pet. Mar. 

ee Joun, Innkeeper, Becles, satiate Mar. 31 and April 21, at 

; Manchester. Of..Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Hulton & Brett, Salford. 
Pa. Mar. 7. 

CRACKNELL, Jonn, Licensed Victualler, King’s Head Public-house, En- 
field. Com. Goulburn: Mar. 28, at 11; and May 2, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Off. Ass. Nicholson. , ond, Furnival’s-inn. Pet. Mar. 12, 

FORAN, Peter, Grocer, Birmingham. Com. Sanders: Mar. 25 and April 
15, at ll; Birmingham. “Me Ass. Whitmore. Sols, Southall & Nelson, 
Birmingham. Pet. Mar. 5 

KUTTNER, Samugt, & Rename CiusLtex Waite, Commissi 12s King 
Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton: Mar. 30, and April 20, at.12; 
ston-upon-Hull. Of. Ass. Carrick. Sols. Levett & Champney, Kingston 

upon-Hull. et. Mar. 11. 

LEVINGSTON, James, Merchant, Liverpool. Com. Perry: Mar. 28 and 
April 19, at 11; pes mag Off. 4ss. Cazenove. Sol. Aspinall, 12 Cook- 
8t., Liverpool. Pet. Mar. 11. 

MARCHANT, Atrrep, Draper, Maidstone. Com. Goulburn: Mar. 26, at 
12; and May 2, at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Huson, 
4 King-st., Cheapside. Pet. Mar. 10. 

WALKER, Tuomas, Boot & Shoe Maker, York. Com. West: Mar. 31,and 
Face dead oh Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols, Walker, York ; or Bond 

& Barwick, Leeds. Pet: Mar. 12. 

WOODCOCK, Reeimaxp, Ironmonger, 96 St. Mary-st., Weymouth. Com- 
Andrews: May 4, at 11; Exeter. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Hare, Wey- 
mouth; or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. Mar. 


Fawar, Mar. 18, 1859, 


ALLEN, Ricnarp Beprorp, Insurance Broker, Lloyd’s Coffee-house, and 
Hoe-st., Walthamstow. Com. Evans: Mar. 29, at 1; and mr 28, at 
12; Basinghall- st. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 
Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. Mar. 9. 

ASPINWALL, Joan Hurcuinson, Merchant, Moulmein, East Indies, now 
of 5 Argyle-st., lately trading in rship with Cag Orro (Aspin- 
wall, Otto, & Co.), formerly in partnership with Gerornce Dawson Henry 
Scuwase, Cart Orro, & Epmunp Caaznecy (Dawson, Otto, & heen) 
Com. Holroyd: Mar. "99, at 2.30; and April 23, at 1; 

Off. Ass. Lee. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 old Jewry-cham- 
bers. Pet. Mar. 16. 

BAMBRIDGE, Marrnew, Carpenter, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, and Dersing- 
ham, Norfolk. Com. Fane: Mar. 31 oot See ers Basinghall-st 
Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Chilton & Burton, 7 Chancery-lane ; or 
Coulton & Beloe, King’s-Lynn. Pet. Mar. 7. 

EDWARDS, Grorce Harmston, Tobacconist, Lincoln. Com. Ayrton: 
April 6, and May 4, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull. Off. Ass. Carrick. Sols. 

Brown & Son, Lincoln. - Pet. Mar. 17. 

GUENEY, ‘Tuomas, & Joun Jacoss, Tailors, Dover-pl. West, Dover-rd., 
and Mount-pl., Walworth-rd. (Gurney & Jacobs). Com. Fonblanque : 
Mar. 29, at 1 30; and April 27, at 1; Lome agg Off. Ass. Stansfeld. 
Sols. Mason & Sturt, 7 Greshom-st. Pat. Mar. 

HARRISON, Joun JAMES, Perfumer, Maidstone. ‘ain m 
30, at 1.30; and April 25, at 2; Basinghall-st. "yy. Ass. Geta 
Sols, Monckton, Guy, > bE 1 Raymond-bldgs.; or Monckton & 
Son, Maidstone. Pet. Mar. 

HELLIWELL, Tuomas, feeinaaie Hipperholme, Halifax. Com. Ayrton : 
April 5, at 11.30; and-May 3, at 11; Leeds. Of. Ass. Hope. Soils. Ben- 
nett, Halifax; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Mar. 16, 

HOWLETT, Wit1aq, Builéer, Dovercourt-lodge, H: arwich. Com. Fane: 
Mar, 31, at 1.30; April 29, at 2; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Whitmore. 
Sol. Hail, la -st. Pet. Mar. 18. 

HUET, Jonn Witt1am Rowe, Watchmaker, 20 Bedford-st., Plymouth. 

Andrews: Mar, 24 and April 28, at 1 ; Plymoutir. Bey Hirt- 
zel. Sols. Gidley, Plymouth ; or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. 

HUGHES, Tuomas, Cattle Dealer, Tyddyn-du, Lianbeblig, Canniveamibie: 
Com, Perry: April 4 & 19, at 12; Liverpool. . Ass. Morgan. Sols. 
Williams, Carnarvon; or Evans, Son, & Sandys, merce-ct., Liver- 
Et Pet. Mar. 15. 

L mare Emit Henry, Merchant, 31 Bush-lane. Com. Evans: Mar. 29, 

11; and ‘April. 28, at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Johnson. Sols. 
je Plews, & Boyer, Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. Mur. 17. 
MURRAY, Joun, Contractor, New-rd., Rotherhithe, Redman’s-row, Mile- 


al, Gray's. s-inn-rd. Com. 
Off. Ass. Bell. Sol. 








end, and Blue Anchor-yard, I Com. Hi : Mar 29, at 12; 
and May 3, at 1; agg sors Of. Ass. Edwards. ‘Sols. Holmer & 
Robinson, 26 , Southwark. et. Mar. 1 


SAMPSON, James, ficture Dealer, 10 Park-st., Bristol Com. Hill: April 
4 and May 2, at 115 Bristol. ” . Ass. . Miller. Sol. Taddy, Bristol. 

SMITH, Caarzes, Miller, Bulwell, Notts. Com. Sanders: Mar. 29 and 
‘April 19, at 11; Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sols. Brewster & Son, 
Nottingham. et. Mar. 8. 

ee Witttam James, Chemist, North Shields. Com. Ellison: Mar. 

ai and May 5, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Of. Ass. Baker. Sol: 

Kidd, 113 Norfolk-st., North Shields. Pet. Mar..15, j ‘ i 
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WILSON, a late of be gine! Whitby, and of Glazedale 
Whitby, Farmer, now ian ee ahem, Auctioneer. Com. 
Fane: atk l ab, sea deen 99, at 1; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Whitmore. Sol. Moss, - Fish-st. eh Gracechurch-st. Pet. Mar. 15. 

roense, Tomas Pav, Commission Agent, ‘ey arn" Com. 

iar 39 and Apel 1, at bs Hotties. Off. Ass. Harris. 
Sol. ol Preston, Nottingham, Pet. Mar, 15. 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Tuespay, Mar. 15, 1859. 

CHURCHILL, Jone hoe ¥ eterinary Surgeon, Colchester. Mar. 25, at 
1; Basinghall-st (by adj. from Mar. 4.) 

Datton, Lronarp, Stone Merchant, Canal-bridge, Old Kent-rd. April 8, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Earnsnaw, Henry, Miller, Mytholmroyd, near Halifax. Mar. 25, at 11; 
Leeds. 


Francis, CHARLES James, & Henny Freer, Wine Merchants, 15 & 17 Gt. 
St. “yoy (Francis & Freer). Mar. 25, at 12; Basinghall-st. (by adj. 
from Feb. 22.) 


Freeman, Wit.1aM, Bookseller, 69 Fleet-st. April 7, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Frencn, Davin, & oy ae Sanps, Coal Factors, 25 Coal-exchange, 
and Chatham (Da vid French & Sands). April 6, at 11,30; Basinghall-st. 

es os Ship Owner, Sandwich, Kent. April 8, at 11; Basing- 

-st. 

Piomeiwer, Groner, Grocer, 14 Crown-row, Walworth-rd. April 6, at 
12.30; Basinghall-st. 

Sareuan, Witu1am, Baker, 182 Deansgate, Manchester. Mar. 30, at 12; 
Manchester. 


Srovs, Freperic James, Builder, 9 Manor-pl., Walworth. April 8, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 


Tunwer, Wittiau gt ged 69, 70 & 89 Me-"% geaeabad Without, 
Mar. 25, 2.80; Deanghall-st¢ y adj. from Feb. 25,) 
{Fripar, Mar. 18, 1859. 
Brenrs, Micuatt, & THomas Brens, Ship Builders, Monkwearmouth Shore. 
on 12, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
CLAYPOLE, Joux LitterMan, Merchant, Gresham House, Old Broad-st. 
Hg 8, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Feast, Rozest, ‘Oil & Italian Warehouseman, 15 & 16 Finsbury-pavement, 
Moorfields. st. 


April 8, at 1; 
Fouiert, Henry, Ship Builder, . April 7; at 11; Exeter. 
Hort, Rosgrt Hoipsworta Canew, & Epwarp OSBORNE SmitH, Mer- 


— (R. & H. Hunt & Co.) April 8, at 1.30; Basing- 


ae, Purtre Awpzew Avcust, Merchant, Liverpool, and of Wins- 
ford, Chester. April 11, iit, N lerpet 

PaRKER, BENJAMIN, 5 ae late of 1 : London. lon-bridge, now 
of Sufferance-w) harf, Millwall, also a prisoner in the Queen’s Prison, 

Southwark (Trueman, Parker, & Co.) Mar. 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Rogzrs, Henry, Milliner, Bradford. April 8, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Towse, Joux Bac wrru, , Lawrence Pountney-lane. April 8, 


; Basinghall-st. 
war, ‘Henry, YT 14 & 15 Cannon-st., and 8 Brixton-pl., Brix- 
ton. April 8, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Toxspay, Mar. 15, 1859. 


Aten, Witi1aM, Boot & Shoe Maker, Wellingborough, Northamptonshire, 
paps, a5 ; Basinghall-st 


ory ye Barrett, “Tailor, 6 Middle-row, Knightsbridge. April 
-st. 
, Epwaxp, Butcher, Windmill-st., Gravesend. April 7, at 1.30; 


Basinghall-st. 
— en , Merchant, 17 Gracechurch-st, April 5, at 1; Basing- 
M‘Kixesrry, Wi1114M, Broker, Liverpool. April 5, at 11; Liverpool. 

pe alam aden nrg nl 103 (Wilson, M 
© Co}, and antl recently Unting ts with Henty N 
son Smith. 7, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Mense, — Manufacturer, Bingley, Yorkshire. April 12, at 11; 
ee er te Kent, and of Faversham. 


rehant, Bunham, Norfolk. April 5, at 1.30; Ba- 


oO 
we ha 12; 
Serra, Wit1aM, Fish 
ot. 
Famwar, Mar. 18, 1859. 
RicuanD, Stationer, Farnham, but now Beer Retailer, of the 


AXNDEEWS, 
Lord Nelson. April 9, at 1.30; 
oe ; Cuanizs Muavs, Farmer, Foleshill, Warwickshire, April 21, 


Fouert, Hewey, Ship Builder, Dartmouth. April 13, at 11; Exeter. 

st be Hawuy, Draper, Beaumont-sq., April 8, at 11; Basing- 
Orrzwneim, CHanLes Fox, Master Mariner,6John-st., Minories. April 11, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Surra, Jous Perer Banker, Liverpool. ce Tate oe | 
aw yey im Chester. April 
’ ; 


Gaoner, Banker, 
, & Hewey Mis, Newspaper 
Simons, Joux, Commission Agent, Manchester (John Symons 5 
April 14, at 12; Manchester. ‘ : Se 
bag py oe , Wittsm, Wine & Spirit Dealer, Liverpool. April 8, at 


Wannen, Josurn Sims, Merchant, Sheffield. 9, at 10; Sheffield. 
Witson, Mancaner, Milliner, Halifax. April 12, at 11.30; Leeds, 


To be Detavenen, unless Avreat be duly entered, 
Toxspar, Mar. 15, 1659. 
Davins, Jous, Builder, 192 Tachbrooke-st. Mar. 11, 3rd class. 
Lavt, Josern, General Dealer, 29 Jewry-st., Aldgate. Mar. 2, 3rd class. 





—" 
Mrues, James Anrnor, Ironmonger, 40 Watling-st. Mar, 2, $rd class, “vat 
Murray, Jonny, Ironmonger, Sheerness, Mar, 11, 3rd class. eS 
VaNDERSLUIS8, SAMUEL, Tailor, 133 Lower Marsh, Lambeth, and Westnia. 
ster, Lambeth. Mar. 3, 2nd class, after a suspension of 12 months. 
‘Winter, Henry Louis, Timber Merchant, 21 New North-st., Finsbury, 
Mar. 11, 2nd class, 


Frunay, Mar, 18, 1859. 


‘Brreuam, Witt1am, Auctioneer, Great Grimsby. Mar, 9, 3rd class, 


CULLINGFORD, SAMUEL,,Draper, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Mar. 12, 2nd clagg, 


‘Marncuant, WiLL1aM, Corn Merchant, Rendezvous-st., Folkestone. Mar, li, 


Assiguments for Benefit of Creditors an 
Turspax, Mar. 15, 1859. ee 


Etawp, Jonn, Timber Merchant, Norton, Yorkshire. Mar. 9. Trustee, 
H. Sanderson, Timber Merchant, York; W. cng ee New Malton, 
Creditors to execute before May 9. Sol. Jagger, Ni ‘alton. 

Marcnant, Hezexian, Draper, Ipswich. Mar. 2. p daca C. Ashford, 
Grocer, Ipswich; C. Evans, Warehouseman, Cannon-st. West ; T. ¥. 
Newman, Warehouseman, 8 St. Paul’s-churchyard. Sols. Marsden, 59 
Friday-st., Cheapside; or Noteutt, Ipswich. 

Taytoz, Henry Burier, Linen Draper, Clapham. Feb. 17. Trustees, 
G. B. Greatorex, Aldermanbury, and T. Wy. Elstob, Nala Ware, 
housemen. ' ‘Sol. Bradbury, Weavers’-hall, 22 Basinghall-st. 

Tuomas, Henry, Builder, Shrewsbury. Jan, 29, FB ps asses J. Wile 
Timber Merchant, and 3. Bowyer, Painter, both of Shrewsbury. 
ditors to execute on or before April 29. Sol. naked, Eaevaer 

TYRRELL, Danret, Carriage tong Rotherham, Yorkshire. Feb. 28, 
Trustees, J. Harris, Ironfounder, Rotherham ; H. Smith, Maltster, Roth. 
erham. Sol. Hoyle, Rotherham. 

Waltés, pune, Stone Mason, Theatre-st., Ulverston, Mar. 5. rus. 


tees, M. Brocklebank, Timber Merchant, Chureh-walk, Paar ogy B. 


Waites, Stone Mason, Brock-st., Lancaster. Sol. Park, Ulverston. 


Wann, Witxiam, Joiner, 71 Regent-st., Leylands, Leeds, Feb. 24. Thus! 


tees, W. M.. Taylor, Tailor, Leeds; J. 


, Draper, Leeds. Aol, 
Granger, 9 Bank-st., Leeds. 


Yuuzg, Georesz, & Witt1am Honrer bg Provision Merchants, Tower 
hill, Le oy Mar. 5. Trustees, Bell, sen., Provision 


~8q., Tower-hill ; Pri eg RR Wine Merehant, 16 John-st., 
Minories ; J. J. Vonder Heyde, Tobacco Manufacturer, 80 Lower Thames- 


st. Creditors to execute before May 5. So}. Thomson, 60 Cornhill. 
Fray, Mar. 18, 1859, 


ALpam, Tomas STOREY, Miller, Gains! 
Ranby, Farmer, 37: ‘armer, Bishop Norton 
others. Sol. Gainsborough. 

Ayrron, Henry, Draper, Waterside, Colne, Laricashire. Feb. 26. ~~ 

J. Geddes, Merchant, Manchester ; L. Roberts, 
i ‘Ashworth, Yeoman, Tonbridge, near Colne. Sol. Atkinson, Man. 
chester. 

Canter, Jonn, & Tomas WARNER, Manufacturers & Agusts, Heyl 
Hall-st., Oxford, and at Botley, Berks. Mar. 10. _— C.J. 
drews, “Agricultural Implement Manufacturer, Reading; J. B. Rh 
Ironmonger, Corn Market-st., Oxford. Sols. Hurford ra ttayior, 20 New- 
inn, Hall-st., Oxford. 

Davison, WILLIAM, Shoemaker, Blyth, Northumberland. Mar. 12. 7rus- 
pond J. Jobling, Spirit Merchant, Morpeth, Northumberland; W. Davi- 


Sol, Wi Morpeth. 
Yurune, Tuomas, Druggist, Warminster. Mar. 15. ote J. ae 
Gent., Frome; W. Cockrell, Gent., Warminster. to execute 


before May 15. Sol. Goodman, Warminster. 

Gorpon, AnpReEw, Joiner, North Sunderland Sea Houses. Mar. 9. .Zrus 
tees, J. Horsley, Grocer, Alnwick ; J. P. Turnbull, Merchant, Alnwick ; 
and others. Sol. Forster, Alnwick. 

Gruusnaw, Joun, Cloth Manufacturer, Idle, Yorkshire. . Mar. 2, Trus- 
tees, J. Atkinson, Wool Merchant, Bradford; J. Critchley, Card Manu- 
facturer, Dewsbury; W. Knowles, Machine Maker, Gomersal. Sol. 
Watson, Bradford 

Henpary, WILLIAM ‘Tuomas, Engineers’ Furnisher, 38 U; 
Mar. 2. Trustee, J. Newman, Wholesale Stationer, 48 Watling-st. Sols. 

_ ison Sere Grehamat. George-st,, Plymouth. | Feb, 6. Tru 
AITY, JAMES Comapon, Draper, rge-st., 

A. » East Stonehouse, Devon. i, Shephard, 9 Sise-lane. 

Limpzst, Bryans Taomas, Draper, Migh-stC Chatham. Feb. 22. Zrustees, 
J. Barnicot, Friday-st. J. Howell, Warehouseman, St. Paul's 


Thames-st. 


uioae deene hopk “ ade ae kinghamshire. Mar. 7 

ooRE, GEORGE, , Newport uc! We 
Trustees, J. Apth rocer, Bedford; J. Dunckley, Grocer, H. Ses- 
ay Grocer, Bedford. Creditors to execute on or before June 
7. Sol. Kagies, jun,, Bedford. 

ORCHARD, FREDERICK Georaz, & Groncr Frepenicx Cuntnoron, Tent & 
Ti Makers, 107 -lane, St. Luke's. 3 Mar. 4. Trustees, A. 

it, Milk-st., Cheapside ; J, L. Anderson, 

Cannon-st. West. Sol. ing, “Ste, 5 

Tansorron, Epwanp, Grocer, Kirkgate, . Feb. 22. mesg ee ?. 


Weatherley, Accountant, Leeds. Creditors to execute before May 22. 
Sol, Booth, Leeds. 
Weston, SAMUEL, & Janes aay, Sheffield. Feb, 22. Trustees, 


Drapers, 
T. Tapling, Warehouseman, | Gresham-st. West; J. Howell, Ware- 
pap red Come yp ook W. Atkinson, Gent., Renwood 

Sheffield; C. Hawksworth, Silversmith, Sheffield. Sols. Langley & 
Gibbon, 32 Great James-st. 

—s eens, Pastry Cook, Newportisle of Wight. Feb. 26. rus 
— . Ellis, Ironmonger, ud, of Wight; J. irteris ide of Wight Grocer, 

Newport, Isle of Wight. Wight. sole & Mew, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 

Tuxepay, Mar. 16, 1859. 
Hicxs, Beawxey, Farmer, 
in or about the month of ye 
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far a Meendls (ebb at ix or about Se month of 
estate, Ring v. Cory, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for 


Pr ce voun » Lincolnshire (who died in or about 
ment of Nor. ast) Re Mowbray’s estate, Mimmack v. Smith and 
Wife, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Syeef Mar. 16. 


ExizaBeTe Primnose, -» Wimbledon-common, Surrey 
died in or about the ‘month of May, 1858). Loch and another 9. 


eaabies, MB Last Sor Proof, April 11. 
Psyce, CHARLES BENJAMIN, ‘. Oak Tree-cottage, Burton, Christchurch, 
i died in or ‘about the month of Jan. 1859), Jones v. Pike, 


‘ood. Last Day for Profs nation 


, Diamond Hall, 
(who died in or about the month of Dec. 1857). Snowdon 2. 
(since deceased), and Snowdon & Snowdon v. Wright, V. C. Stuart. 


ea, tinge 
iene, Bonane 8 Cornwall-crescent, Camden Town (who 
a fo hang roy Re Whichelo's estate, Whicheloe. Whichelo (Widow) 
and others, V, C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, April 18, 


Farmar, Mar. 18, 1859. 


Agurtace, THOMAS, —— Mirfield, Yorkshire (who died in or an 
ag Bf 857). Lt eae Scholefield & others, V. 
Esq., formerly of Cumberland-pl., Regent’s-pk., late - of 
-house, Hants (who died on or about Jul 8, 1858). Brunfield 
v. Paulet & others, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 13. 
or eae Cranford, Middlesex ‘@e died in or 
month of Ane. 1858), Hollingsworth v. Flockton, M. R. 
Pads, April 
Stone Merchant, » Halifax (who died in or abont the 

+» 1858 a Wife v. Parkinson & Haigh, V. C. Stuart. 
+n 36 Alfred-pl. West, Brompton (who died in 
August, 1858). Gwilt v. Kerr, V. C. Kindersley. 
Day for Proof, April 15. 
MacnavanT, AncHiBaLD (who died on Dec. 8, 1857). In re Macnaught’s 

Estate, Macnaught o. Thomas, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, 


iis Seen. Baaretaty $0 to the Russian Consulate-General, Great Win- 


chester-st., and 224 Euston-rd. (who died in or about the month of Oct., 
1858). Knapp & Oriel 9. Peyrons, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 30. 


GMndings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
TuxspaY, Mar, 15, 1859. 
UNLIMITED, tn CHANCERY. 

NationaL —— Assurance Company.—V. C. Wood will, on Mar, 25,- 
make an Order absolute for its dissolution and winding up. 

New Encine Coan Minune Company.—Dissolved, Mar. 5. 

Paragon & Spero pt Mnune Company.—V, C, Wood will, on Mar. 25, 
at 12, appoint an Official Manager. 

Friar, Mar. 18, 1859, 

Home Counties anp MsrrjopouiraN P&rManent Bewerir BvumLpine 
Sociery, commonly aly called Homes Countries aND METROPOLITAN FREE- 
Hou Lap Society.—V. Cc. Weed wi, oo Ages 14, at 2, at his Cham- 
bers, settle the list of Contributo: 

Keyr Bewerit Buripine Socretr, res called the Kent FREEHOLD Lanp 
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TEETH. 


A NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
Ba dt and sane ie ad lean ang g B we vnpen better suited, che- 
a fit most unerring 
without which desideratezy antiseaal artificial teeth can naver be but s source Of 
annoyance. No springs or wires of any - From the 
of the agent employed pressure is — ob stumps are 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
the best quality, ‘yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 
Massrs. GABRIEL, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 

33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
(particularly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpodl, 
134, Duke-street. Consultation 

“ Messrs. Gabriel’s angen are truly important, and will repay « 
visit to their establishments; we have seen testimonials highest 
order relating thereto.” —** Sunday Times,” Se Sept. 6, 1857. 

Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Paterit 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 
which are injurious, . 





NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STRERT, GROSVENOR- 
, Po SQUARE, 


By Her Masgstr’s popes Lerrers P. 
EWLY-INVENTED APPLICATION of CHE- 
MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the construction of 
Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Palates. 
MR, ——a MOSELY, a etn Bren: 
9, LowER GROSVENOR-STRE 
SOLE INVENTOR AND PATERTER 
A , original, and invaluable invention, consisting in the Tne 
with the aa absolute “ nies cot success, of CHEMICALLY- 
PARED WHITE and GUM-COLOURED INDIA-RUBBER, as a lining to 
the gold or bone frame. 
The extraordinary results of this application may be briefly noted in @ 
few of their most prominent features:—All sharp edges are avoided; no 
wires or fastenings’ are required; a greatly increased freedom of 


spring 
, suction is supplied ; a natural elasticity, hitherto wholly unattainable, and 


a fit, perfected with the most unerring accuracy, are secured; while from 
the softness and flexibility of the agent employed, the greatest 
ven to the teeth when loose or rendered tender by the 


e 


retained 
taste being at the ame time wholly provided against by the peculiar nature 
of its preparation. 





9, GEORGE-STREET, HANOVTREET. and 513, NEW OXFORD} 


HE inconveniences usually attending the ordinary 
T rg BB ARTIFICIAL TEETH have been entirely obviated. 
oy ir. A . FRESCO’S invaluable discovery in replacing them with FLEX- 

LE GUMS; they require no ene bee Wiss the fit is of the most 
unerring aécuracy; and from and softness of the Age 
employed, pressure upon the gums and teeth and roots isa) 
and if loose, rendered firm and useful in mastication, while they cannot be 
detected by the keenest observer. Mr. A. sos tateetad tone 





Socrery.—V. C. ey we on Mar. 29, at 12, at his Ch » ap- 
point an Official Manager. 

Mexican any Soura American Company,—The Master of the Rolls, 
Feb. 24, at his Chambers, ordered that.a Call on all the Contributories 
be made, le on or before Mar. 21, to Robert Palmer Harding, 5 
Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn, of £5 per share. 

New Enoine Coat Minine Company.—V. C. Wood, Feb. 25, will make an 
absolute order for dissolution, 


Scotch Sequestrations: 
Tourspay, Mar. 15, 1859. 


Dobps, Davin, Mason, Kelso. Mar. 24, at 11; Smith & Robson’s Cham- 
bers, Kelso. Seg. Mar. 9. 

Tauren, ALexawper Brut, Merchant, Ayr. Mar. 25, at 1; Star-hotel, 
Ayr. Seq. Mar. 12. 4 


Fripay, Mar, 18, 1859. 
oie Huon, Farmer, Robbsland, near Ayr. Mar. 28, at 12; Star-hotel, 


Mar, 
Ka, me Writer, w; , Mae. 25, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. 
yeree’s- 
Y, Hosen, Hope at st., Lanark, Mar. 25, at 2; Clydesdale-hotel, 
gol Seq. Mar. 15. 
MFatans, ANDREW, Joiner, pense, vader P yd Timber Merchant, 


Bishop-st., Anderston, Glasgow ( .) Mar. 22, at 12; M‘Clean’s 
Clarence-hotel, -8q.5 GI A . Mar. 12, 
Wkrreme, J bee we oh Nowth se | rry. Mar. 24, at 12; Town 


‘AMES, 
Clerk’s maine. ¥ . 12. 
Saas, ALEXANDER, Builder, late. Mar, 25, at 11; Black Bull-hotel, 


Se 





By Order of the Directors, 
WILLIAM SAMUEL DOWNE, Actuary. 





recommended) by Dr. Edward Cock, present principal Surgeon 
Hospital, and by many other Medical t men of eminence, who have 
certified that “‘he has been found skilful and son hes teats tent in «ial acai 
to practise as a Surgeon-Dentist.” Consultation 

9, GEORGE-STREET, HANOVER-SQU ARE, and 513, eget OXFORD. 
STREET, next Mudie’s Library. 





Just Published, price 10s, 6d., crown 8vo, 


A HAND-BOOK OF RAILWAY LAW: con» 

taining the PUBLIC GENERAL RAILWAY ACTS  anyaUn 1838 te 
Novi Brey he Dan dW ae ge ly 
ways; Author of “* Compendium of Irish Poor Law,” &c. 

“This is the title of an admirable work by Mr. Arthur Moore, of the 
Dublin and Wicklow Railway, in which the vast body of and 
inconsecutive railway ee is = ht together in shape 
and form. Sone far ‘ Saget what neon Si 00 8 weshoime 
solicitors, oS others at way guidance or 

——“* Railway Times,” December 25. J 

“ This is a valuable work. It contains all the General Acts te 
Railways, excellently arranged and indexed, and an | » 
in which we find a good history of Railways. Railway 
and shareholders, as well as professional men, will find this work of assist< 
anes to them.”-——*‘ Herapath,” December 25. 

London : W. H. Surru & Son, 186, Strand, and Lower Sackville-street, 
Dublin; Brapsnaw & BLACKLOCK, Manchester, 


I eet FAMILY ARMS, send Name and a County to 


the Heraldic Office. Sketch, 9s. 6d.; in colour, 5s. Romnntel 
ae Official Seals, Dies, Share, and Diploma Plates, in Mediaeval 


= ENGRAVING. — Crest on Seal, or 
pO gprinte  1:00 Din, Te. 5 Aume, Crosty ond: Marto, op Seg Be: Seah: 


OLID GOLD, 18 Carat, Hall marked, Sard, 


{Sarde or Bigoatane Ring, Engraved Crest Two Guinean, Salt 


, Engraver and Heraldic Artist (who has received the Gold 
Modal for Meigroting). 4s; High Holborn, Lenten Wee. 
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AW AN TED, Nan ceepectable Yom ogee. | Tj pcentccicneeton er eesiics tie a 
Good references can the residence of a , Sui 


Direct to MS. 6, Skinner-street, Snow-hill, E. C. 


AW.—WANTED, a COUNTRY SITUATION 
(with awe es as CONVEYANCING and GENERAL CLERK. A 





wwe L. P., « Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s- 
)» W 





AW PARTNERSHIP.—A Gentleman (Admitted 
in 1850,) with about £2000 at his disposal, is desirous of joining a 
Solicitor in London. 
“ Lex,” Mr. Harwar, Law Stationers, Furnival’s-inn, E.C. 


LAW: —A we Boxers CLERK, who has had the 
Managemect of ager yong we and CHANCERY in good offices, 
and who is now disengaged glad to hear of a situation. Convey- 
ancing veda ay Salary, Poy Fat 

bee wee A. B., at Mr. Mickelburgh’s, 6, Great Russell-street, Blooms- 


AW.—CHANCERY CLERK WANTED, in a 
London office of extensive business, a gentleman fully competent to 
take the entire conduct of ordinary matters in this department without 
assistance from the principal. 
Apply by letter, with full particulars as to age and former employment, 
to A. Z., care of R. Maugham, Esq., Law Institution, Chancery-lane. 


| ed PARTNERSHIP WANTED, in a well- 
established ye by a gentleman who will be Admitted 
during the spring. The midland counties preferred. References of the 
- a ae rag will be given and required, and none but principals 


Address, Me care of W. Amer, Law Bookseller, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, 
Carey-street, W. C. 


AW.—WANTED, by the ADVERTISER, 3, 














a SITUATION as COMMON LAW and GENERAL CLE! has nad 
nine years’ experience in ergo feed chen 1 cadhs +> valghewry 
to trial without good general knowledge, and lias 


» possesses a 
aoe tealty and ch tance with Divorce Practice. Can give excellent references 
and character. Agood country office not objected to. Mode- 
pte oe hr 
‘Address, Alpha, 29, Durham-street, Hackney-road, N. E. 


AW.—A Gentleman, 26 years old, a LAW GRA- 

B pecs of LONDON UNIVERSITY, wishes'a CLERKSHIP in an 

of good Advertiser served a portion of his Articles in the 

penn i past two years has been in an office of good general 

in town. Has a good knowledge of Conveyancing, and a fair 
ipapinints wth Conneery eat Camenelae Salary moderate. 

Wa B. C. A., Solicitors’ Journal Office, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s- 








AW.—A Good ACCOUNTANT and BILL 
DRAFTSMAN, thoroughly competent and po yee ae in the 
Piodie a incidental accounts of a ’ office, and in Bookkee 
double entry, and in whom implicit — han f be placed, is open 
to an engagement (permanent or temporary) in or country. 
Address, F., 11, Westmoreland-place, pamilinct st -street, Camberwell, S. 


AW.—A GENTLEMAN, Aged 25 (Admitted in 
1856), wishes to obtain an ENGAGEM ENT in an Office in the neigh- 
London. He is competent to take the management of the 
Saateaeten Department, under the occasional su tendence of the 
econ magiteetes, Would be olla  eadiat gouerall 
The highest testimonials can be procure 7 
Address, R. N., care of Mr. Robertson, 30, Chancery-lane. 


AW.—A GENTLEMAN (Admitted), fi ally com- 

a4 petent to undertake the CONVEYANCING, to advise Clients, 

and generally to MANAGE a first-class without supervision, 
Engagement. Salary, not less than £200, 


pare tipone Journal ” Office, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s- 


A GENTLEMAN, Pron (ie 














irty three, of fifteen years’ 
of whee have been most actively 
to make an 


A moderate salary expected during ai 
Address, 0. P., “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 


ONDON CRYSTAL PALACE, Regent-circus, 
Oxford-street, and Great Portiand-street. —This magnificent 
ing: incr Awiccss for the SALE of al kinds of USEFUL 


and 
Rooms 
Kom, i hatin attached, are replete in their several depart- 








combine chambers or offices with private residence ; 
floor; 2 drawing-rooms ; 3 best bed-rooms ; 4 attics; ‘all tre a 
=, and decorative ‘repair. 

inquire of Edward Jennings, Esq., Solicitor, No. 12, Ney 
iacuanbts Lincoln’s-inn. 





—$——_ 


EXPLOSION OF STEAM BOILERS. 


A PATENT for an ALARM WHISTLE WATER 
GAUGE, for the effectual prevention of explosion of Steam Boilen 
by shortness of water, in whole, or part, to be disposed of, or 
made on remunerative terms for manufacturing the same. 
the great number of steam boilers in use, it is fully anticipated there wij 
be a large demand for this invention, which is simple in construction, self. 
acting, inexpensive, and addresses itself to the eye and ear. It is much 
— of by both practical and scientific persons, and is in active 
operation. 
Apply to Anthony Carr, Esq., 25, Rood-lane, London, where further par. 
ticulars may be obtained and testimonials seen. Agents wanted. 


NOMMERCIAL BANKING COMPANY. OF 

SYDNEY, NEW SOUTH WALES.—Letters of Credit upon th 

above Bank will be granted by the London Joint Stock Bank at the rate of 
#101 for every £100 sterling paid here. 








LAW.—GREAT REDUCTION. 
(anes for COPYING and ENGROSSING:— 
Drafts Copied ..+++.+0+e0sesseeesesees 


AbDStrACHS 26d cccescccvccccveces 
Briefs, Fair and Attested Copies . 
Deeds Engrossed, 


s. d. 
T 6 per 20 folios. 





Round-hand .......... 
No charge for paper. 
Accounts delivered quarterly 
Kine & Co., Law Stationers, 3, Staple- fan beeen, Staple-inn, London, 


HEPBURN’ 
Old Established Cush and Heed Box Manufactory, 


93, CHaNcERY LANE (six doors north of Law Institution). 


N.B.—Offices and Strong Rooms fitted up with iron doors, frames, and 
shelves, Estimatesgiven. Lists of sizes and prices forwarded on appli- 
cation. 








RUPTURES.—BY ROYAL LETTERS PATENT. 


HITE’S MOC-MAIN LEVER TRUSS i 

allowed by upwards of 200 Medical Gentlemen to be the mst 
effective invention in the curative treatment ef eye The use of@ 
steel spring, so hurtful in its a is here avoided ; dage being 
worn round the body, while the requisite resisting pewer fo eappiied Oi by the 
MOC-MAIN PAD aha PATENT LEVER, fitting with so much — 
closeness that it cannot be detected, and may be worn during sleep. 
descriptive circular may be had, and the Truss (which penn Soe 
forwarded by post, on the circumference of the body, two inches below the 
hips, being sent to the Manufacturer, 

Mr. JOHN WHITE, 228, PICCADILLY, LONDON. 


Price of a — Truss, 16s., 21s., 268. 6d., and 31s. 6d. mg Is. 
m* Double Truss, 318. 6d., "42s. and 528. 6d. ong Is, 8d, 
yy an Umbilical Truss, 42s. and 52s. 6d. my ha ig 

Pioetgie. Orders to be made payable to JOHN ITE, Post-office 
i 
LASTIC STOCKINGS, KNEE-CAPS, &c., for 
VARICOSE VEINS, and all cases of WEAKNESS and SWELLING 
of the LEGS, SPRAINS, ke. They are porous, light in texture, and imies- 
pensive, and are drawn A like an ordinary stocking. Price, from 7s. 6. 
to 16s. each ; postage, 6d. 
JOHN WHITE, MANUFACTURER, 228, PICCADILLY, LONDON, 





GLENFIELD PATENT STAROH, 
USED IN THE ROYAL LAUNDRY, 
AND PRONOUNCED By HER MAJESTY’S LAUNDRESS to be 
THE FINEST STARCH SHE EVER USED. 
WHEN YOU ASK FOR 
GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 
SEE THAT YOU GET IT, 
as inferior kinds are often substituted. 
Sold by all Chandlers, Grocers, &¢., &c. 

WOTHERSPOON & CO,, Guascow anp Lonpon, 


ne 


OLLOWAY’S PILLS and OIN' TMENT, = 
Indigestion, Acidity on the Stomach. ‘These corrective 
pK ge cre omg De wget pa conat the GH 


these peice te disorders, an infinity of _—_ 
under each disguise mocking the skill of pyne Bef. dy 





action is to clear away all obstruetions. Bi 

secretions, and give tone to the spent te ed, aie 
generally.. The cure they not tenyporary or imperfect. but they 
work # most marvellous and change throughout the entire body, 





bo 


> 


3324 


a lsaeeer weeeeeh es — 


EER. BPLPRAEESEFERTAFESESEERSESTEW 





¥ tlre 


Fekaseee | 


¥ 


Fes | 


Sessieakes | | 


n. 26, 1859. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


381 








’ CoPIES CAN. BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 


“genms:—Tue JOURNAL ayn REPORTER, In seEpPt- 


RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
"4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
QUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
yor 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
OR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
70 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 


Tun Soutcrrors’ JouRNaL & REPORTER is published every 
Saturday morning in time for the early trains, and may be 


/ “procured direct from the Office, or through any Bookseller or 


News Agent, on the day of publication. 

Subscribers are informed that the Subscription for Vol. 3 is now 
due. The amount is 21. 12s. per annum for the JOURNAL 
and REPORTER, and ll. 14s. 8d., for the JouRNAL, WITHOUT 
Reports, which includes all Supplements, Title, and Index, $c. 
gc. Post Office Orders crossed “ g Co.,” should be made payable 

‘to Witt1am Draper, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, at the 


‘ Branch MoNEY-ORDER Orrick, CHANCERY-LANE, W.C. 


In answer to numerous applications from Subscribers desirous of 
making up their Sets of the Weexty Reporter, the Pub- 
lisher begs respectfully to announce, that the whole of the back 
numbers are now reprinted,’and that all the Volumes are on 
sale. The first four volumes can be supplied at a very reduced 
price. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Little has happened duri on pein Rat 8 uires 
comment at - hands. e House of Cohnhens has 
been almost exclusively occupied with the great debate 
athe Reform Bill, which may possibly run over into 
next week. It is generally vaderdtbud that the idea of 
tdissolution, if ever entertained, has been abandoned, 


tid that the session is to be allowed to fulfil its natural |° 


curse. We stated as much some numbers back, on 
suthority that we knew to be reliable, though at that time 
contrary opinion was prevalent. Politics apart, few 
questions can be more ————. to solicitors, especially 
to those in private Bill business, than the in- 
iry. whi been addressed to us, “‘ Will Ministers 
olve?” Those of our readers who have followed 
our passing observations on this topic will find, we be- 
eve, that we have been accurate in our information. 
‘In the Lords the Trading Companies Winding-up 
ill (an extraordinary misnomer, as we have already 
out), has been advanced another s' The 
and. Creditor Bill has reached the Commons, 
but the event of the week has hitherto prevented its 
second reading. Mr. Bouverie has given notice that in 
themotion for the committal of the Bankruptcy and 
Insolvency Bill, which stands for Wednesday next, he 
will move that it be referred to a select committee. 
This amendment will probably be negatived, for the 
House is resolved that the subject shall not be trifled 
and Mr. Bouverie has not sufficient weight to 
produce any real change of feeling. 


a 
gees aaa see with Lord John 
subject, are doing excellent service 


¥ pointing out, in very clear and unanswerable lan- 


the new courtsin a cen 
tte acl flies that are afforded 
Commons, 


for 
Profit Fund. 





approved by the le rofession. We have little 
from the Board F Wane under any ae 
sioner, and the only prospect of a satisfactory tetmima- 
tion to the question lies in the independent 

the press, and in persevering agitation by the re- 
presenting the law. 

The Poole case has been decided by the Archhishop’ 
assessor entirely on the facts, and. the ; 
the Bishop of London’s sentence leaves no room for any 
controversy on points of law. In one only did 


Dr. Lushington enter into the legislation 
the subject, and that incidentally. He threw ont an 
opinion that a bishop is justified in wi 
curate’s license on any ground that may seem sufficient 
to the episcopal mind; such, for instance, as un) i 
in the district of his ministrations, or being 
than suited for a particular locality. This is an 
wer to be wielded by a practically irrespo 
ut it seems to have been clearly intended by i 
ment, and it must always be exercised subject to the 
conditions of puigger= | a full hearing to the curate, and 
of a conformity with the requirements of substantial 
justice. 
We insert in another column a letter from Mr, John 
Turner to a provincial , complaining of the un- 
warrantable license by the common-law ber in 
abusing attorneys and solicitors. We heartily pon in 
the condemnation of this unworthy practice, whieh. is, 
we fear, on the increase at the present. time. i 
can be in worse taste—nothing more opposite to the 
conduct of a gentleman—than to make a 
attack on any one who is precluded from reply... The 
opporennity for such ‘an attack can be tempting only to 
dispositions and small minds. The leaders of the 
bar—above all, the judicial bench—should set their 
faces steadily against such a misuse of forensic liberty of 
speech. 





BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 
VI. 


The application of the principles which have been 
considered in our observations upon the constitution of 
the Court, would have ‘the effect of simplifying ‘the 

ractice, and consequently bring about a ‘Te- 

uction in the costs of administration. As we Hmve 
before remarked, solicitors’ bills form a very 

able portion of these expenses, but this arises 
overpayment for work done, but from the 
attendance upon officials, rendered n 

present system ; the numerous meetings to be 

and attended, and other matters in which the solicitors’ 
services are called in, and, under the existing j 
without any real necessity for them. It is 
from our wish to join in advocating any curtailiions 
of the legitimate profits of the profession to which we 
belong, but we have no doubt the main body of solici- 
tors will with us in ——- such changesasare 
necessary for the interests of their clients, knowing that 
such interests are identical with their own. Whilst ad- 
mitting, however, that the profession are willing to 
forego any unnecessary intermeddling in matters egn- 
nected. with the administration of bankrupts’ br 
which are not within their province, we must claimr 
them proper protection from interference in the dis- 
bees oe profesional duties by unprofessional persons, 
whether they are assignees, accountants, ts, or mes- 
sengers ; and we feel sure that this will be to the ad- 
vantage of clients, as greater complications and more 
inconvenience and litigation eventually arise, both in 

tcy and other matters, by itting 
i men to endeavqur to discharge 

sional duties, than. by the other error to w 
have alluded, of allowing i men to 
to matters in which it is not within the 

the solicitor to interfere. It has been 
official salaried solicitor should be 
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court; but in this we cannot concur, as we have a great 
~ deal too much officialism already. It may, however, be 
worth while to consider, with a view to reduce the 
burden of the mses in small estates, whether the 
charges of the solicitors to the assignees for ordinary 
business might not be regulated by a per-centage scale ; 
and if no litigation between the assignees and third par- 
ties be allowed, without the setilin of the Court, we 
think all reasonable complaints as to solicitors’ bills will 
be at an end. It must, however, be remembered tha’ 
from the complicated relations between creditors an 
their debtors (and particularly when the latter are not 
in flourishing circumstances), questions of considerable 
nicety will constantly arise, which must be settled by 
judicial investigation in the usual way, and at the ex- 
pense of the bankrupt’s estate when the assi fail. 
With a view to teduce the number of sittings, which 
is at present a fruitful source of expense, both the Bills 
contain provisions rendering meetings in court for prov- 
ing debts, auditing accounts, and pesaring OF idends, 
unnecessary ; and Lord John Russell's Bill her pro- 
vides that the sitting for the bankrupt’s last examina- 
tion and application for certificate may be held at the 
same ; and we apprehend no objection can be made 
to these amendments. Except in cases of disputed 
proofs, there is no necessity to trouble the Court; 
the creditors, or inspectors chosen by them, may 
audit the assignees’ accounts, subject to the opinion 
of the Court, when the necessity for taking it 
arises, and nothing can be more simple and easy 
than for the assignee to declare a dividend, if he has 
a correct list of the creditors, with the amount of 
their debts before him. There are other costs to which 
individual creditors, and others having business in the 
court are subject, which are not paid out of the bank- 
rupt’s estate, and of which no authentic return can be 
obtained ; and we have no doubt that a considerable re- 
duction of the3e expenses would result from the further 
localisation provided by Lord John Russell's Bill, 
and the adoption of the clauses regulating the proof of 
debts, which are contained in both Bills. It has been 
recently remarked by a learned Commissioner, that no 
reduction of expense will be obtained by the passing of 
Lord John Russell’s Bill, but we think this impression 
must have been formed without carefully examining the 
measure, as the saving of expense is one of the main 
objects of its promoters, and the Bill appears to us to 
bear testimony, in almost every part of it, to the pains 
which have been taken to sora h this object, and we 
have no hesitation in stating that if it be allowed to 
costs of adminis- 
not amount to 15 


pass in its present shape, the av 
tering bankrupts’ estates under it wi 
per cent. upon the assets. 


, 


Che Courts, Appointments, Wacancies, &c. 





COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. KuspERSLEY.) 
In re Mayhew.—Mar. 18, 


This petition was presented for the delivering up of a mar-. 
appeared that 


riage settlement under these circumstances :—It 
the deed in question was executed on the marriage of Mr. and 
Mrs. Elkins, and Mr. Bromilow and the petitioner were trustees. 
In 1849, Mr. Bromilow being dead, Mr. Elkins applied to the 
itioner, Mr. Fenton, for a loan of the deed that Mr. May- 
, his solicitor, might a deed a ting new trustees, 
deed being in the hands of Messrs. Bower, Mr. Bromilow’s 
hey were authorised by the petitioner to hand it 
over, to Mr. Mayhew. The appoint- 
carried out, but upon the petitioner applying 
rn of the deed for purposes connected with the trust, 
refused to return it unless his bill of costs was 
detoranaat “tons 
the deed might be 
hew might pay the costs. 
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The Vice-CHANCELLOR said, that up to the point of 
ing the deed for the purpose of carrying out the tmen 
Mr. Mayhew’s conduct appeared to have been most ~ 
since that time perfectly unjustifiable. Mr. Elkins appes 
have been his articled clerk, and part of the costs 
claimed were for some matters between them, probabl 
to that connexion. That portion was di: Y given wy 
the bar. Mrs. Elkins and her children were not , tad 
in their absence it could not be decided that there was a di 
onthe fund, If Mr. Elkins were living, and: applied, the cay 
might be different, but as it stood Mr. Mayhew must deliver » 
the deed in ten days, and pay the costs of the petition. 


















ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY’S COURT OF 
APPEAL. 
The Rev. Alfred Poole v. The Bishop of London, 

The Court assembled at eleven o'elock on W 
morning, at Lambeth Palace, for the purpose of delivery 
judgment in this case. The archbishop presided. in the (i 
Guard Chamber, assisted by Dr. Lushington as assessor, 
will be remembered that on Friday, the 18th of February, 
pursuant to a writ of mandamus issued by the Court of Queq; 
Bench, the archbishop held a Court at Lambeth Palace, unde 
the provisions of the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 106, to hear the appeal ¢ 
the Rev. Alfred Poole, against the sentence of the d 
London, revoking his license as curate of St. Barnabas, Pimli 
a chapelry in the district of St. Paul’s, Knightsbridge, It ms 
represented to the Bishop of London that Mr. Poole had bea 
in the habit of admitting members of his congregation to th 
confessional; that he had encouraged amongst them the practix 
of auricular confession; and that to some of the females he bai 
put indelicate and improper questions. The Bishop of Lona 
revoked his license, and Mr. Poole having instituted an appal 
to the archbishop, his Grace confirmed the decision. Mr. Pook 
contending that his appeal had not been properly heard by tk 
archbishop, made an application to the Court of Quea\ 
Bench, the learned judges of which declared that kk 
Poole had not been properly heard in appeal, and ism 
a mandamus to the archbishop to re-hear the case. Tk 
grounds of Mr. Poole’s appeal were briefly these:—That t 
appellant (Mr. Poole) was never heard before the Court bel 
(the Bishop of London) upon the charges upon pti 
proof of which his license was revoked; that he was 
on charges which were not within the bishop's citation; ai 
there was also the technical ground that the citation itself had 
not been served upon him, according to the provisions of tk 
statute; that he was condemned partly on alleged oral admis 
sions, of which there was no record, which were denied byt» 
accused party, and which being obtained by the bishop, & 
thereby became the accuser, and subsequently the witness! 
the judge; that Mr. Poole had been condemned upon thee 
dence of certain women, whom he was prepared to show wr 
infamous in their character, and utterly unworthy of be 
any court of justice; that the appellant (Mr. Poole) had’ 
condemned partly on evidence taken behind his back, with 
his consent, by some legal person employed by the i 
London; and, lastly, that the appellant had expressed him 
at the time willing and ready to obey the godly admonitioas¢ 
his ordinary, and that no notice had been taken of such expr 


sion. 
The case was fully argued before the archbishop and bi 
assessor on the 18th and 19th of February. 
Dr. Lusurseton now proceeded to deliver his. reports 
assessor. He said, that the question for his Grace to d 
was, whether the revocation by the Bishop of London of # 
license granted to Mr, Poole as etipendiary curate Yr 
formable to the principles of justice and the rules of ie 
Reference had been made to four sections of the 1&2 
c, 106. The 98th section was manifestly the most importast 
“ The bishop shall have power, after having given to the ours 
sufficient opportunity of showing reason to the ia 
revoke summarily and without further process any 
granted to any curate, and to remove such curate for apy 
which shall appear to such bishop to be good and reason 
o- 
son isto 





subject to an appeal to the arqhbishop, whoshall confirm 

such revocation as to him shall appear just and proper. 

statute is wholly silent as to the mode in which such reason 

be shown, and equally so as to what is meant by the term Fe 
only construction he (Dr. L 
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it was just as if the jurors of the city of 
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Statute, but also for a cause which would not constitute an 


 geclesiastical offence so cognisable. As, for instance, if the 
~ -gurate and his incumbent did not agree, and the bishop deemed 


such state of things prejudicial to the spiritual interests of the 


' parish, though no ecclesiastical offence was imputable to the 


Many more instances might be suggested in which the 
Dishop, under this statute, might be justified in the exercise of 
the authority committed to him. The-.learned doctor then pro- 
to review. the whole of the proceedings hetween Mr. 

gole and the bishop, at the conclusion of which 

The ArcuBisnor of CANTERBURY pronounced judgment in 
the following terms :— 

“With the able assistance of my learned assessor, I have 
given the merits and circumstances of this appeal my most 
serious and careful consideration. 

“Tam of opinion that the proved and admitted allegations 
afford in the language of the statute good and reasonable eduse 
for the revocation of this license, and that the Lord Bishop 
of London has exercised a sound discretion in revoking the 


game. 
“ And T am further of opinion that the course pursued by 
appellant is not in accordance with the doctrines of the 
hurch of England, but most dangerous, and likely to produce 
most serious mischief to the cause of morality and religion.” 
The formal document dismissing the appeal was then read, 





COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 
(Before the JupgE-ORDINARY.) 
Re Arthur Talbot, deceased.—Mar. 23. 

The deceased was a clerk in the office of a railway company 
in London, at a salary of £200 a-year. He was a bachelor, 
and intestate. One afternoon, in 1848, he left his lodgings 
with the avowed purpose of attending a Chartist meeting, which 
was to be held in Clerkenwell, at 8 o’clock on that evening. 
Since that day he has never been seen or heard of. Advertise- 
ments were inserted in the Times, and inguiries were made in 
Canada and Australia, where he had relations and friends, but 
they were attended with no result. No reason could be 
assigned for his disappearance, as he was not in difficulties, and 
was on good terms with his family. 

_ Dr. Wambey now moved, upon affidavits proving the above 
meg that administration should be issued to one of the next of 


: The Court granted the application. 
Swinfen v. Swinfen. 


This was a cause of proving in solemn form the will of the 
late Samuel Swinfen, propounded by the executrix, and opposed 
the heir-at-law. It was commenced in the old Prerogative 

, and stood over to abide by the result of various pro- 
seedings in other tribunals. The ultimate effect of those pro- 
ceedings was, as is well known, to establish the validity of the 
will; no opposition was offered to the present applica- 
tion to his ship to pronounce for the will; but 
& question was raised as to the costs of the proceed- 
ing in the Prerogative and in the Probate Courts, the execu- 
frix contending, that the heir-at-law ought to pay his own costs; 
and the heir-at-law contending that, under the circumstances 
f the case, the costs ought to be allowed out of the estate. 

His Lorpsutr took time to consider his decision. 


MIDDLESEX SESSIONS.— Westminster, Mar. 21. 


Mr, Pasuiey, Q.C., the Assistant-Judge, opened the sessions 
morning, and, in his charge to the grand jury, adverted to 

the death of Mr. Francis Smedley, the High Bailiff of West- 
» Which event, he said, would produce a change of some 
portance in the mode of summoning grand juries and traverse 

ries at these sessions. Since 1844, under the provisions of an 
of Parliament then , the juries were summoned by 

: High Bailiff, and the duty had fallen exclusively upon gen- 
of the liberty and city of Westminster, while the 
Bpdaces brought before them related to the whole of the county 
Middlesex. ‘Thus, Westminster jurors, from a population of 
about 25,000, had had to deal with one-half of the criminal 
arising out of a population of nearly 2,000,000 in the 

whole county of Middlesex. The absurdity and injustice of 
such a distribution of the labours of the jurors was manifest; 
chester or Exeter 
fe called upon to try one-half the offences committed in the 





}of Lancaster or Devon. The death of the late High 
would put an end to this state of things, and establish a 
one. juries would now be taken from the 





county generally, including Westminster, which would greatly 
relieve Westminster jurors from the liability of being so fre- 
quently summoned. There was another anomaly that poet 
itself under the provisions of the same loosely-worded and ill- 
defined Act of Parliament. The Westminster gentlemen were 
exempt from serving as jurors at Clerkenwell, where half the 
criminal business of the county was disposed of, and the sessions 
held here must be by adjournment from some other part of the 
county, which afforded a striking example of the inconvenience, 
injustice, and inconsistency arising from ill-considered 1 

tion; but, so far, the hardship which had pressed upon West- 
minster jurors, and of which they had so frequently complained, 
was removed. 

These remarks were received by the grand jury with evident 
satisfaction. s ‘ 

Costs OF PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr. Ribton, in applying for the costs in a prosecution, said, 
the rule in this court was, he understood, that the costs of 
cases were allowed; but it seemed there was somebody 
“below ”—that was, in the office—some Rhadamanthus or 
Minos, who had a discretionary power over the order of the 
Court, and allowed or refused the costs as he pleased. 

The AssisTaNt-JUDGE said, the Court had ordered the costs 
of prosecution to be allowed, subject to an inquiry by the 
officer as to the prosecution being bon& fide conducted by an 
attorney for a client, not by some persons who raked up @ case 
for the mere sake of the costs to be allowed by the Court. He 
was informed, and, indeed, knew, that several frauds had been 
committed in this way, which would form the subject of inquiry 
with a view to an indictment, and it was a very wise and 
proper discretion which the officer had exercised, and by which 
he had defeated many of these attempts. If Mr. Ribton’s brief 
was endorsed with the name of a respectable attorney, the costs 
would be allowed of course; if not, they would be refused. 

Mr. Ribton said, he was regularly instructed by an attorney, 
and the rule, if enforced as his Lordship had laid it down, would 
no doubt have a salutary effect, and would be a boon to the 
profession. 

Mr. Cooper remarked, the subject of the scale of costs of 
criminal prosecutions was now seriously under the consider- 
ation of the whole country. Throughout the length and 
breadth of the land, particularly in widely extended counties 
—such as Yorkshire—the administration of public justice would 
be completely defeated, unless an alteration were 
made; and that was the universal opinion. 





HOME CIRCUIT.—Manrsrone. 
(Before Mr. Baron Marrin.) 
Reg. v. Prentice—Mar. 18. 


Frederick Prentice was indicted for the murder of a young 
girl, named Emma Coppins, at Queenborough. . 

The Deputy Clerk of Assize, having read the indictment to 
the prisoner, which charged him with having of his malice 
aforethought killed and murdered Emma Coppins, he asked him 
in the usual form whether he was guilty or not guilty? 

The prisoner, in a calm, firm voice, replied, “ 1 am guilty.” 

Mr. Baron Martin, addressing the prisoner, said,“ Do you 
understand that you are charged with the crime of murder, 
with malice prepense; and that if you plead guilty, or are con- 
victed of that offence, you will certainly be executed? Se con- 
sider well what you are about. 

Prisoner.—I am guilty, my Lord. 

Mr. Baron Martin.—Do you wish for further time to con- 
sider what you will do? Remember, it is a very serious 
matter. 

Prisoner.—I cannot speak against my conscierice: 

Mr. Baron MartTin.—You must understand that by plead- 
ing not guilty you merely say that you desire to have the crime 
proved against you, and you do not speak at all against your 
conscience in taking that course. With this observation I 
ask, whether you wish to have further time for 
or do you persist in pleading guilty? 

Prisoner—I cannot plead otherwise. 

His Lordship then ordered the plea of guilty to be 
and the prisoner was asked in the usual form whether 
anything to say why sentence of death should not be 
upon him. ‘ 

The prisoner made no reply. 

Mr. Baron Martin then put on the black cap and passed sen- 
tence of death in the usual form. 

The prisoner, who had not betrayed the slightest i 
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LEWES. , 
(Before Mr. Baron MARTIN.) 
Mercer v. King and Others, Executors.—Mar. 22. 

This was an action to recover damages for alleged negli- 
gence on the part of an attorney. 

The plaintiff in this action is a medical gentleman, and it 

that in the year 1854 he purchased a medical practice 
at Wadhurst, in this county, from a gentleman named Irving, 
for which he paid £150; and Mr. Irving, at. the completion of 
the transaction, entered into a penal bond in the sum of £300, 
undertaking to forfeit that sum if he should practise within one 
mile of Wadhurst Church, “as the crow flies,” after having dis- 
posed of his practice to the plaintiff. Some time afterwards the 
plaintiff ascertained that~Mr. ‘Irving had attended a family 
named Carr, who, it appeared, resided within the prescribed 
distance; and he thereupon commenced an action against him 
to recover the amount of the bond. . The cause stood ‘for trial 
at the summer assizes for this county in 1857, and Mr.-King, 
one of the defendants who has since died, the present action 
being brought against his executors, acted as the attorney for 
Mr. Mercer. When the cause came on for trial, a witness named 
Payte, a surveyor, failed to prove the prescribed distance from 
Wadhurst Church; and the plaintiff was consequently non- 
suited, and had to pay £52 17s. costs. A second action was 
subsequently brought against Mr. Irving, when the necessary 
evidence was supplied, and the plaintiff obtained a verdict, and 
has since received the whole of the sums for which the bond 
was given—namely, £300. The present action was brought 
by the plaintiff to recover from the executors of the deceased 
Mr. King the money he had been compeiled to pay. as costs 
under the non-suit. There was also a cross action, which was 
set down to be tried by a special jury, by which the executors 
sought to recover from Mr. Mercer the costs of the original 
action, in which he was defeated through the negligence, as he 
alleged, of Mr. King. 

The case now set up on the part of the plaintiff was, that 
Mr. King was perfectly aware of the great importance. of 
proving that the spot where the attendance was given was 
within the prescribed distance,.and that he expressly under- 
took to provide a competent person to measure the ground, and 
that he employed Mr. Payte, who had been a surveyor. of the 
highways, to do so on the 16th of July, five. days before the 
assizes were to be held. It appeared that Payte did set out for 
that purpose; but on arriving at Wadhurst he went to the 
Rectory, and looked at the tithe map, and took a tracing from 
it, und then adjourned to a public-house, where he got drunk, 
and left without making any measurement at all. It was 
alleged also that Payte was a man of notoriously intemperate 
habits, and that Mr. King ought to have ‘inquired of him 
whether he had made the measurement before the trial was 
allowed to proceed; and it was contended that it was through 
the negligence of his attorney in these respects that the plain- 
tiff had been compelled to pay the costs of the original action. 

In cross-examination it appeared that Payte had been em- 
ployed as a surveyor in the neighbourhood for a great many 
years, and that he was always looked upon as a man of skill in 
his profession,.and that many of the principal solicitors and 
other gentlemen of the county had been in the habit of em- 
ploying him in that capacity, and the plaintiff appeared to have 
sanctioned his being employed on the occasion in question. It 
also appeared that the plaintiff, in the first instance, brought an 
action against Payte, as being the person whom he considered 
to blame in the matter, and that that action was discontinued 
and the present one proceeded with after the death of Mr. King. 

Mr. Baron Martin, at the close of the case, threw out a 
suggestion that the parties might come to some amicable ar- 
rangement whereby the two actions might be settled without 
any further expense being incurred. This suggestion, however, 
was not acceded to by either side. 

is Lordship consequently summed up the case, and left it 
to the jury to say whether the evidence established that Mr. 
King had been guilty of such negligence as, in their opinion, 
entitled the plaintiff to a verdict. 

The jury, after deliberating some time, expressed a wish to 
retire, and, during their absence, the learned counsel came to 
ing; and agreed, after conferring with their clients, 
that the record in the other action should be withdrawn; that 
the jury in the present case should be discharged from giving'a 
pad ; and that each party should pay his own costs. 





MIDLAND CIRCUIT —Densy: 
(Before Lord Campsexy and a Special Jury.) 
Welch vy. Brittlebonk,—Mar. 19. 
This was an action for an assault. 








The plaintiff was a young man, and an attorney and magis- 
trates’ clerk at Ashbourne, and the defendant was an ai 
at the samie place. The plaintiff proved that on the 3ist of 
January last ‘he had taken ‘a' small quantity of wine with a 
friend, and on his way honie defendant asked ‘him to go into the 
Crown'‘Inn, at Ashbourne, which he did, and there he found 4 
Mr. Archer with the defendant, and a conversation then arose 
relative to’ a letter ‘Archer had received from the secretary 'of 


-the North Staffordshire ‘Railway, charging Archer with having 


travelled with an‘improper ticket. The plaintiff advised that 


‘Archer should pay the additional fare, and the defendant thought 


otherwise. Archer was the client of the-defendant. The plain: 
tiff stated that the defendant then said he would have nothing 
more to do with the case, and that he would hand the case over 
to plaintiff. Plaintiff said he did not wish to interfere, and 
there was no oceasion for the defendant to ‘be piqued. Defen- 
daht said he was'not. Plaintiff said, “ Well, if:you are not, 
your conduct is like that of an insane person.”- Defendant 
went out of the room and returned, and then placed himself 
before the plaintiff, and said, “ You called me a liar.” Plaintiff 
said he never did. Defendant said the plaintiff was a liar. - The 
defendant then struck the plaintiff two blows:on the head, 
which caused blood to flow from one of his ears. t 
also kicked and stamped on plaintiff's hat. - It appeared that 
the plaintiff was perfectly. sober,-from the evidence of several 
witnesses who were called, who saw him on the night in ques- 
tion after the assault. -On the part of the defendant, he was 
called with other witnesses, and proved that. they were at the 
Crown, and that words ensued between the plaintiff and the 
defendant; and that the plaintiff called the defendant a liar, 
whereupon the defendant said, “ If you. call me a liar, you 
must take the consequences.” The defendant. went. out of the 
room, and’ on his. return the plaintiff still. persisted in calling 
him a liar, when the defendant struck him, as charged by the 
plaintiff. 

The learned Judge having summed up the case, the jury 


‘returned a verdict for the plaintiff, damages £20, and the learned 


Judge certified for a special jury. 
Warwick. 
(Before Lord CAMPBELL.) 
Edwards Wood v. De Gex.—Mar. 22. 

. This was an action against an attorney for the negligenceof 
his clerk in not having paid over the damages and costs in an 
action in which the plaintiff was a party, thereby causing him 
to be arrested. 

The plaintiff is a gentleman of property living at Standhills, 
near Warwick. A disputed account arose between him and one 
Bateman, a surveyor at Leamington. It was referred, and Mr. 
Wood had to pay damages and costs, £86 7s. 9d. He sent the 
amount to his agents in August last, to be handed over.to the 
other side, which, through the negligence of a clerk, was not 
done. On the 29th Sept. plaintiff was arrested about half- 
nine at night for the above amount. Mr. Wallington, of Lea 
mington, was the solicitor for Bateman, and was with the’ officer. 
Mr. Wood: produced the receipt of his agents for the money, 
showing clearly he had paid the money to his agents, and that 
there was a mistake somewhere. Mr. Wallington wished to 
have £10 in addition to the debt and costs to remunerate his 
client, the extra damage he alleged his client had sustained. 
Mr. Wood was willing to pay the £10, but would not sign 4 
memorandum to him, as drawn out for him by Mr. Wallington, 
as reasons for the additional £10; and as Mr. Wallington would 
take nothing but cash, though several persons were willing to 
guarantee the amount unti] the banks opened the next morning, 
Mr. Wood was forced to go to jail, and remained there ' all night. 
No imputation was cast upon Mr. De Gex, who, it was admitted 
on ail hands, was a man of honour, but, of course, liable for 
the negligence of his clerks. 

A votdhst for £100 was taken by consent, which the plaintiff 
said he would give to a charity. 

Mr. Wallington, who was in court, volunteered an explana- 
tion, which 

Lord CAMPBELL, after attentively listening to, characterised 
as an aggravation of his original conduct. 





NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Yorx. 
(Before Mr. Justice Bytes.) 
Childers v. Wooller.—Mar, 17. 

The plaintiff was the late High Sheriff for this county, and 
the defendant is'an attorney at’ Dar In March of last 
year he atted as secs Ae an tation Wowght by a gentleman 
named Pallister (since dead) against a Mr, Fairbridge. Jndg- 
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ment. was obtained in the action, and a writ of fieri. facias was 
issued. . The Under Sheriff gave his officer. a warrant to levy 
pon the goods of Fairbridge. .This warrant was sent to. Mr. 
ooller, of Darlington, for indorsement, and was then trans- 
ferred to the officer for execution. The direction on the war- 
rant was “ William Fairbridge, ——, Redcar, in your bailiwick,” 
and to that place Armitage proceeded. On making inquiries, 
he found a William Fairbridge, butcher, at that place, and as he 
answered the description on the warrant, he at once placed his 
man in possession. It afterwards turned out that this was a 
mistake, as the warrant ought to have been executed on Fair- 
bridge’s father, who did not reside at Redcar, but at. Coatham, 
a village close by. Fairbridge, jun., subsequently brought an 
action against the sheriff for wrongful seizure, and recovered 
, and the present action was brought to recover the 
amount of 1241. 14s, 3d. from Mr. Wooller, for the costs of the 
action. 3 
The question arose as to whether Coatham and Redcar were 
the same parish or township, and several witnesses were called, 
who proved that Coatham had. separate rates, separate parish 
officers, and, in fact, was a distinct locality altogether. A con- 
ference between the parties took place, and it was agreed to 
enter a verdict for the plaintiff for 124/. 14s. 3d., subject to 
a special case in the court above. 


. DEATH OF THE EARL OF DEVON. 

We regret to announce the death of the Earl of Devon, who 
died on Saturday, at Shrivenham, the residence of his brother- 
in-law, the Ven. Archdeacon Berens, in Berkshire, after a very 
short illness. 

The late Earl of Devon, William Courtenay, was eldest son 
of ‘Henry Reginald, Lord Bishop of Exeter, and nephew of the 
first Viscount Courtenay, by Lady Elizabeth Howard, daughter 
of Thomas, second Earl of Effingham. He was born in 1777, 
and was consequently in his 82nd-year. The lamented earl 
was educated at Christ Church, Oxford, where he graduated 
B.A. in 1798, and .M.A. in 180].. In 1812 he was elected re- 
errand of Exeter ‘in the House of Commons, which city 

continued to sit for in the successive Parliaments up to 1826. 
He had been called.to the bar of Liucoln’s-inn in 1799, and 
was for a short time a Master in Chancery.’ On his retirement 
from the House of Commons, he was appointed clerk-assistant 
to the Parliaments, an office he held for nineteen years, namely, 
ap to his accession to the Peeragain 1835, and on that occasion 
he had a vote of thanks unanimously voted to him by the House 
of Lords, the vote being proposed by Viscount Melbourne. The 
late peer was’ the tenth earl, the title having been dormant 
from the death, in 1556, of Edmund, son of Henry, the at- 
tainted Marquis of Exeter, in whose behalf the earldom of 
Devon had been revived in 1553, till the 15th of March, 1831, 
when it was adjudged by the House of Lords to William, third 
Viscount Courtenay, cousin of the deceased earl, who suc- 
ceeded to the ancient title on his demise in 1835. In 1837 he 
was created a D.C.L. of Oxford University; and in 1838 elected 
High Steward of that university. He was a Vice-President of 
the Law Amendment Society, and a Governor of the Charter- 
house.’ No less than three earldoms of Devon have been suc- 
cessively created and extinguished in this family. The last was 
granted: by Queen Mary, and, after the death of its first pos- 
sessor, remained dormant 265 years. The late peer is suc- 
eeeded in the family honours and estates by his eldest son, 
Viscount Courtenay, Secretary to the Poor Law Board. 


DEATH OF MR. PRENDERGAST, JUDGE OF THE 
SHERIFFS’ COURT. 

We egret to have to record the death of Michael Prender- 

gast, Esq., Q.C., —— of the City Sheriffs’ Court, which 

melancholy event took place, after a short illness, at his resi. 


dence, Highgate-rise, on Sunday last—the deceased gentleman 
being present at the sittings of his court up to the end of last 
week. The learned gentleman wae for many years Recorder of 
Norwich; he was also chairman of the commission appointed to 
inquire into corrupt practices in the parwegh of Barnstaple after 


the general election of 1852. He was called to the bar in Novem- 
ber, 1820, so that at the time of his death he had enjoyed a 
legal experience : of pegs forty years’ duration, before his 
election as Judge of the Sheriffs’ Court, some two years 
when he was chosen out of seven or eight men of ability who 
themselves as candidates for the office, the appointment 
to, which rests in:the. Common Council.. The salary of the 
Office is understood to be, £1500 a years and there will now, no 
vely'contest:for its honours 





Tue Vacant JUDGESHIP OF THE SHERIFFS’: CouRT.— 
At a Court of common.council held on Thursday, the ap- 
pointment of a judge of the Sheriffs’Court in the place of Mr. 
Prendergast, deceased, was referred to the Officers and Clerks’ 
Committee to inquire into the nature, duties, and emoluments 
of the office, and to report whether any changes are advisable. 
The Common Serjeant has undertaken to do the duties of the 
judge of the Sheriffs’ Court meanwhile. We understand that 
Mr. John Locke, M.P. for Southwark, Mr. Bodkin, Mr. Mal- 
colm .Kerr, and Mr. Sleigh, are likely to become candidates 
for the vacant post. There seems to be every possibility 
of a strong contest, as the appointment is looked upon as 
a stepping-stone to the Recordership, which may before 
long become vacant by the election of Mr. Russell Gurney 
to the judicial bench. Mr. Payne, the coroner, has intimated 
that it is not his intention to become a candidate for the 
office. 

Baron BRAMWELL AND A WELSH JuRY,— At the Me- 
rionethshire Assizes the following scene took place at the close of 
a trial:—The Clerk of the Court asked,“ Do you find the pri- 
soner, David Williams, guilty or not guilty ?” Foreman.— 
“Not guilty.” (Great cheering, which was at once suppressed.) 
The judge requested the officers of the court to bring any one 
before him whom they saw joining in the applause, and he 
would send him to prison. His Lordship then addressed the 
jury as follows:—* Gentlemen, you have said that.you find the 
prisoner not guilty. Do you understand the case? Do you 
understand that it is your duty to say whether or not this man 
received his employers’ moneys, and applied them to his own 
purposes ? Do you say he is not guilty of sodoing?” Fore- 
man.—* Yes, sir.” The Judge (emphatically)—* Then I am 
thankful it is your verdict, and not mine.” (Sensation.) Ad- 
dressing Mr. Mathew, his Lordship said, “ Are you an English- 
man, sir?” Mr. Mathew.—“I am, my Lord.” Judge—*And 
your firm is English, I suppose?” Mr. Mathew.—* Yes, my 
Lord.” Judge.—‘ This should be a warning to Englishmen 
not to invest their capital in Wales.” 

New Macistrates FoR MippLesex.— The gentlemen 
whose names follow have been placed in the commission of the 
peace for the metropolitan county by Lord Chelmsford, the 
Lord Chancellor, and the Lord Lieutenant, the Marquis of 
Salisbury, K.G.:—Hon. Charles John Chetwynd Talbot, M.P., 
commonly called Lord Ingestre; William Lyon, Esq, major in 
the army, 22, Grosvenor-gate; James Marshall, Esq., Wild- 
wood, Hampstead; William John Otway, Esq., Teddington- 
place, Brentford; Henry Padwick, Esq., Hill-street, Berkeley- 
square; John Joseph Mechi, Esq., alderman of London, 
Tiptree, Essex; Robert Gorham Maitland, Esq., espe one 
Arthur Ballantine, Esq., College-terrace, Ishngten; Willi 
Chorman, Esq., Boltons, West Brompton; William 
Esq., Leinster-terrace, Hyde-park; Robert Nicholas Fowler, 
Esq., Tottenham; Borlase Hill Adams, Esq., 55, Tofrington- 
square; John Francis Moon, Esq., 32, Portman-square; Robert 
Rankine, Esq., 16, Rochester-terrace; William Schaw Lindsay, 
Esq, M.P., Portland-place; Richard Hall, Esq., 92, Eaton-place; 
and Richard Jennings, Esq., 21, Portland-place. 

MARRIAGE witH A Deceasep Wire's Sister.—On Satur- 
day a deputation, including the Mayors of Manchester and 
Bolton, waited on the Bishop of Manchester to solicit his‘sup- 
port to the second reading of the Bill then before the House of 
Lords for legalising marriage with a deceased wife's sister. His 
Lordship, in reply to the deputation, said, “ It is my decided 
conviction, after careful investigation and consideration, that 
there is no direct Scriptural prohibition declaring such marriages 
unlawful. The only arguments deduced from Scripture are of 
a constructive character, and rest solely on the opinions of the 
parties bringing them forward, some of them, doubtless, men 
eminent for probity, intelligence, and learning. . But it does 
not seem reasonable, or, in this country, constitutional, that any 
body of men, however distinguished for the great qualities last 
mentioned, should be permitted to make, by legislative enact- 
ment, their own private interpretation, without express warrant 
of. holy Scripture, obligatory, on others as a rule of practice, 
But while I unhesitatingly avow the opinion declared above, I 
agree with the report that, in the United both as 
regards clergy and laity, the prevaleat-feeling of the majority is 
against these marriages. I have, therefore, taken no part om 
either side beyond stating my conviction when applied to.” 

PARDON TO AN net Sao has been 

ted by the Secretary of State to Captain 
Fics, of the demoter, where triph ond detention for nearly'three - 
years, at St. Helena, excited on eat 
as well as the merits of the case, which were strongly 
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before the Government by Mr. Solly Flood, the accused’s legal 
adviser, and by the merchants of Liverpool. Of course, nothing 
more than a remission of the sentence can, under present laws, 
be granted. 


> 
ion al 


Notes on Recent Becisions in Chancery. 
(By Martin Ware, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 
ADMINISTRATION — INJUNCTION AGAINST PROCEEDINGS AT 
Law—Bitts or Excuance Act. 

Marriage v. Skiggs, 7 W. R., L. J., 320. 

This is an instance worth noting, of a simple contract credi- 
tor of a deceased debtor gaining an advantage over the specialty 
éreditors, by the skilful use of the summary proceedings allowed 
by the Bills of Exchange Act (18 & 19 Vict. c. 67). The 
deceased was indebted to the simple contract creditor, as drawer 
of two bills of exchange. Soon after his death, and before his 
executors had proved his will, the creditor served a writ of 
summons upon the executors under the Bills of Exchange Act. 
Whether the executors might not have had a good defence, on 
the ground that the Act was not intended to apply to the case 
of executors before probate, or, indeed, to executors at all, 
seems doubtful. At all events, they did not think fit to obtain 
leave to appear and plead; the creditor obtained immediate 
judgment and execution against the goods of the testator; and 
the sheriff seized and sold the goods, to the amount of the debt 
and costs. In the meantime the specialty creditors were obliged 
to remain inactive, not being able to obtain an administration 
decree in Chancery, by reason of the executors not having 
proved the will; but, as soon as probate was granted, one of 
the specialty creditors took out an administration summons and 
obtained the usual decree for administration, and then moved 
for an injunction to restrain the sheriff from parting with the 
money. The decree, however, came too late. Knight Bruce, 
L.J., in giving judgment, said, that he gave no opinion whether 
the executors might have objected to the proceedings at law, but 
he thought that as between themselves and the general creditors 
they were not bound to take this line of defence. The decree 
not having been made till after execution, the rights of the 
creditor could not be affected by it; and the injunction was 
therefore refused. 


CuHaNncery ImPROVEMENT—TRIAL BY JURY. 
Griffiths v. Turner, 7 W. R., V. C. W., 822. 

In this case another unsuccessful attempt was made before 
V. €. Wood to call into operation the power of the Court of 
Chancery to summon a jury. A motion was brought for an 
injunction to restrain the infringement of a patent, and the 
plaintiff submitted that it was a case in which the question 
might be properly tried before a jury summoned under the 21 
& 22 Vict.c.27. But the Vice-Chancellor held that the object 
of the Act was to give power to the Court to try before a jury 
questions of fact which might be raised in a suit; whereas the 
action in a patent case was for the purpose of determining the 
legal right to which the suit in Chancery was merely ancil- 
lary. He, therefore, ordered the trial to take place at law. 


Jotnt Stock COMPANY—TRANSFER OF SHARES. 
Lunds Case, 7 W. R., M. R., 333. 


This case related to that very important subject in the law of 
joint stock companies—the power of the shareholders to get 
rid of their liability by a transfer of their shares on the eve of 
a winding up. The subject has been discussed in several recent 
cases (see particularly Bennett's case, 5 De G. M. & G. 284; 
Ez parte Jessop, 6 W. R. 716; Ex parte Nicol, 7 W. R. 217). 
The question in general resolves itself into that of bona fides. 
In the present case, after a meeting of the shareholders had 
come to a resolution to wind up the company, Mr. Lund trans- 
ferred one hundred £10 shares to his foreman for 2s. 6d. He 
does not appear at the time to have anticipated that the posses- 
sion of the shares would occasion any loss to the holder, but 
only that they would be of little or no value to him. The 
Master of the Rolls held that the sale was invalid. In argu- 
ment the case was likened to that of the executors of the assignee 
of a leasehold getting rid of the liability under the covenants by 
assign it to a man of straw; which, in Rowley v. Adams 
(4 My. & Cr. 534), was considered by Lord Cottenham to be 
not merely allowable, but their duty. ‘The Master of the Rolls 
remarked, as to this case, “ I entertain great doubts as to Row- 
ley v Adams. \t seeins to mo very much at variance with the 
eee 6 eee I do not kuow that it has ever been fol» 

” However that may be, it seems clear that « sale of 








shares for a nominal consideration, on the eve of a win up, 
even though the shares may be worth nothing in the mark 
will not be considered a valid transfer, so as to exempt thé 
transferror from liability. 


HusBanpD AND WIFE—MARRIAGE SETTLEMENT. 
Lovett v. Lovett, 7 W. R., V. C. K., 333. 

Where property is given to be settled, in consideration of 
marriage, the Court of Chancery exercises the power of direct. 
ing a settlement to be made, in accordance with the intention of 
the parties; and if no particular form of settlement is 5 
in the memorandum of agreement, the Court will direct a set. 
tlement in the ordinary form of marriage settlements, so that 
the children shall have a share in the benefit.. In the present 
case, however, there was no men or indum to show the intention 
of the parties, except a letter from the solicitor of the settlor to 
the lady before her marriage, stating that the settlor intended 
to give her £1000, “to be settled for her benefit previous to the 
marriage.” No settlement was made, but the settlor paid the 
lady £5 per cent. interest on the sum of £1000 during her life. 
The settlor and the lady being both dead, the question was 
raised between the husband and the child of the marriage whe- 
ther the £1000 “intended to be settled” was given for the 
benefit of the lady absolutely, or whether it was to go, after 
her death, to the issue of the marriage. The Vice-Chancellor 
held, that the meaning of the expression was, that it was to 
belong to the lady, for her separate use absolutely; and, as she 
left no appointment, her husband was entitled, as her adminis- 
trator. (See “ Spence’s Equitable Jurisdiction,” 488, 511.) 

SE ee —- 


Wotes on Recent Cases at Common Lab. 
(By James STEPHEN, Exq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Lush's Common Law Practice,” ¢c., gc.) 


CONSTRUCTION OF CONTRACTS OF SALE—PAROL EVIDENCE. 
Baillie v. Jay, 7 W. B., C. P., 283. 


The principle in the law of contracts of sale, which was 
established in the case of Spicer v. Cooper (1 Q, B. 424), was a 
very important one, viz. that evidence is admissible to explain 
the “trade” sense of words used in a contract reduced to 
writing. There, a contract ran thus,—“ Sold eighteen pockets 
Kent hops at 100s.,” and it appeared that a“ pocket ” contained 
more than a “ cwt.,” on which evidence was admitted to show 
that by the usage of the hop trade a contract so worded was 
understood to mean £5 per cwt. This decision is cited in 
“Chitty on Contracts” (5 ed.), p. 103, as an illustration of the 
circumstances under which parol evidence, though inadmissible 
either to vary or contradict a written instrument, may never- 
theless sometimes be allowed in order to explain an ambi- 
guity in such instrument raised by extrinsic facts. In the 


present case, it was argued that on the authority of Spicer v. . 


Cook, the true meaning of a written contract for some advertise- 
ments, might be explained by parol evidence of what had 

when the order was given. The Court held such evidence 
admissible, as they considered the instrument in question not 
to be a contract at all, but simply a memorandum between the 
parties which might be construed by the aid of all which took 
place between them. Hence they decided in favour of explain- 
ing the instrument by the help of parol evidence, but not for the 
reasons urged, by the party tendering that explanation; for it 
may be inferred that, if they had considered the writing in 
question to be the contract itself, they would not have allowed 
the explanation. But the case is, even in that view, quitein har- 
mony with Spicer v. Cooper, because the explanation sought to 
be introduced was not, as there, grounded on the usages of 
trade. -Moreover, part of the evidence sought to be introduced 
referred to transactions between the same parties on previous 
occasions, and evidence of that kind is not allowed, as decided 
by the Common Pleas, in Hollingham v. Head (27 L. J., C. P., 
241), a case of which we gave an account in our second volume 
(2 Sol. Journ. p. 562). 

Law or BANKRUPTCY—Wuat Passes TO THE ASSIGNEES, 

Morgan v. Taylor, 7 W. BR, C. P., 285. 

This was a case stated for the opinion of the Court of 
Common Pleas without any pleadings, under the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. o. 76, 6. 46). The facts, 60 far 
as material to explain the points of law, decided by the Court 


are as follows:—The action was t by the plaintiffs as 
pte te ca Hey ete op Bean oA 

covery of money alleged to have defen- 

dant to the use of the plaintiffs. It appeared the defen- 
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dant (in succession to a deceased solicitor) had conducted for Y- 
certain Chancery proceedings as his solicitor. These proceed 
ings were commenced in 1835, and in 1846 the defendant ad- 
yanced to Y. a certain sum on the security of the moneys 
which were the subject of the Chancery proceedings, Out 
of the sum thus advanced Y. paid the defendant his costs, 
upon an agreement that any ‘portion ordered to be paid 
in the suit, should be repaid by the defendant to Y. In the 
following year Y. became bankrupt, and after his death the 
defendant received his costs of the suit begun in 1835, out 
of a fund in Chancery. The question for the Court was, 
whether the plaintiffs, as Y.’s assignees, were entitled to have 
refunded to them the sum paid to the defendant by Y. in 1846, 
under the agreement to that effect above mentioned, the interest 
on which they alleged passed to them as part of Y.’s estate. 
This the Court decidedjin the affirmative, chiefly on the autho- 
tity of Wright v. Fairfield (2 B. & Ad. 727), which lays it 
down to have been the object of the Bankruptcy Acts to give 
the assignees, for the advantage of the creditors, every beneticial 
matter belonging to the bankrupt’s estate. Thus, too, in Schondler 
y. Wace (1 Camp. 487), Lord Ellenborough said (the question 
being, whether a policy on the bankrupt’s life—of very small 
apparent value at the time of his bankruptcy, in consequerce of 
there being considerable arrears of premiums—passed to his assig- 
nees), ‘ There was a possibility of benefit, to which, therefore, the 
assignees are entitled as part of the effects of the bankrupt.” 


Notice or Dishonour, SUFFICIENCY oF. 


Paul (P.O. of Stuckey's, Somersetshire, Banking Company) v. Joeh 
7 W. R., Exch., 287. 

This‘ was an appeal against a decision of the Court of Exche- 
quer (reported 3 H. & N. 455) in favour of the validity as a 
“notice of dishonour” of a bill of exchange, of a note delivered 
to the defendant the day after the bill became due, to the effect 
that the acceptance was unpaid, and that payment was requested 
that day before four o'clock. It was urged that, according to 
several cases, and particularly Solarte v. Palmer (7 Bing. 530; 
2 Ch. & Fin. 93), it was essential that the writing—to operate 
asa goud notice—should inform the drawer, either expressly, 
or by necessary implication, that the bill had been presented 
and dishonoured, and that the notice in question did not comply 
with this condition, But the judges, sitting in error, replied, 
that the true principle which ought to decide these cases was 
to be found in ZH. vy. Stevensone(2 Mee, & W. 805), and 

v. Porter (14 Mee. & W. 44), viz. that all that is essen- 
tial is, that it shall appear by reasonable intendment, such as 
would be inferred by any man of business, that the bill has 
been presented to the acceptor and not paid. Judging the 
wiiting in dispute by this criterion, the Exchequer Chamber 
ifirmed the judgment of the Court below. This case may be 
wefully added to those cited in “ Smith’s Mercantile Law,” by 
Dowdeswell (6th ed.), pp: 254, 255, in notis; but it may be 
remarked that, according to it, the statement in the text in that 
by ee “though there is no pasties form of notion, yet 

Must import in ex terms, or by necessary implication, 
that the bill or note po dishonoured,” must be en with 
= qualification. A “reasonable” implication will be sufti- 


PRACTICE—ARREST UNDER Ca. Sa. 
Sandon v. Jervis, 7 W. R., Exch. C., 290. 

Of this case an account has already been given in our pre- 
ceding volume (2 Sol. Journ. p. 827). ‘The decision there 
mentioned of the Queen’s Bench, that an arrest under a ca. sa. 
good if the debtor's person be legally touched, though under 
Gréumstances which would prevent him from being actually 
captured or restrained in his liberty (as where the touch was 

the officer putting his hand through an open window), 
hs now been coufirmed by the Court of Error. ‘The only ad- 

point raised by the further discussion of the case, is 

that started by Bramwell, B., who, in concurring with the other 

judges in affirming the judgment of the Court below, intimated 

that in his opinion, if the debtor, after having been touched by 

, he officer, succeeded in getting away, the arrest would be so 
fir incomplete, that the she would not be liable for an 


L8oa, Maxim—OMNIA PRASUMUNTUR RITE BSsE ACTA. 
Wiliams v. Eyton, 7 W. R., Exch. C., 291, 
This case should be read in connection with a decision of the 
Court of Criminal Appeal recently noticed fa refererice to the 


indicted; but their conviction was quashed, because there was 
no evidence that a certain certificate from the magistrates—thé 
obtaining of which was a condition precedent to their liability 
to repair—had ever been given. In the present case, a certain 
public highway had in like manner been dealt with under an 
Inclosure Act, and part of it allotted to the plaintiff. Hai 
occasion in bringing trespass to prove his title, the order 
justices required by law for stopping up the old road was not 
forthcoming, though, on the other hand, their certificate that 
the new road had been put. in complete repair was produced. 
The Court of Exchequer Chamber held in affirmance of the 
judgment of the Exchequer that it might be presumed that 
such order had been duly made on the principle that omnia 
presumuntur rité esse acta. It is not very easy to see why this 
presumption should arise in the case of the order and not in 
the case of the certificate, 


+ -—— a 
Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Mar. 18. 
Tue Igish MacistTracy. 


The Marquis of LonDONDERRY put a question to the noble 
Lord the President of the Board of Trade, with respect to ap- 
pointments to the Irish magistracy, and a paragraph in the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland’s letter on that subject. 

The Earl of DonovegHMoreE said, there had been no revision 
of the list since Lord Normanby’s time, and since then the 
country had passed through many changes, which rendered a 
revision of the Jist necessary. The best answer to the question 
of the noble marquis would be to read a letter from the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland, in which he explained the motives which 
had induced him to issue this cireular:— 

In the appointment of magistrates I look to the lieutenant of the county 
as in duty bound to see that each district is sufficiently supplied with suit- 
able magistrates, and that he should recommend such persons as, from 
their social position, intelligence, and character, are the most — 
confidence to the people in the administration of justice. I think, fore, 
the lieutenant of each county shouid cordially co-operate with the Chan- 
cellor in securing for the people the best description of magistrates, and 
should with that view furnish such information and give such suggestiens 
as may seem to be conducive to this object. Of course, they may be 
confidential, if the lieutenant of the county so wishes, or so far as he 
expresses a wish. I do not think the Chancellor or the lieutenant of the 
county should be dissuaded from his daty by any epprehension of 
ing persons who would le considered by both as unfit to be magistrates. 
I simply wished to have from each lieutenant the best information and the 
most judicious suggestions he could furnish ; and, as this seems t- me to be 
the most constitutional mode of proceeding, I will consider that 
name which is retained on the list is approved by the lieutenant of the 
county—at least, not disapproved by him—so far as he can be enabled to 
form his own independent opinion. I do not see why either the lieutenant 
or the Chancel!or should shrink from such responsibility as properly 
to each respectively. Their duty is one for the public good, and must 
discharged (as I conceive) ‘ without fear, favour, or affection.’ 
resolved 80 to act so far as I am concerned, and each lieutenant of a county . 
must judge for himself how he will act in this matter. 

Trapiné Companies WiNpinG-up Bit. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Monday, Mar, 21. 
LEASES in IRELAND. 


The Earl of Banpon asked whether it was the intention of 
her Majesty’s Government to introduce a Bill for facilitating 
the power of granting leases, and especially building leases, in 
Treland ? 

The Earl of DonouGHMORE said, the subject had engaged 
the serious attention of the Government, and the Attorney 
General for Ireland was preparing a measure in relation to it. 


INDICTABLE OrreNnces (Merropouitan Districts) Bri, 


This Bill passed through committee, and was ordered to be 
reported on ‘Thursday, 


County Courts BrLx. 


The Lorb CHANCELLOR, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, explained, that its object was to give the judgés of thé 
county courts of Southwark and Westminster the power to ap- 
int their own high bailiffs, as did all other county court judges, 
y the County Courts Act the high bailiffs of Southwark and 
Westminster were appointed to the office of high bailiffs under 
the Act until Parliament should otherwise direct. They, how- 
ever, had other important duties to discharge, and had per- 


formed the duties of the county-courts entirely by deputy. By 
a rather extraordinary fatality both the high ecole re- 


unity occurred of 
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ity of a parish to repair a certain road, which had bx 
dealt with by Inclosure Commissioners (Keg. v. seo, 
‘ale, p. 805). there the parith having fled to tépair, Were 
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to interfere with the right of nomination in the Dean 
and Chapter of Westminster, and the Corporation of the City 
of London, to the offices of high bailiff of Westminster and 
Southwark, but merely to take away the duties connected with 


the court, and to enable the county court judges of those 
pacer pps their own high bailiffs. 


The was then read a second time. 
Convict Prisons ABRoAD BILL. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Manor Courts (IRELAND) BILu. 
The report of amendments in this Bill was received. 


Tuesday, Mar. 22. 
MarriaGe Law AMENDMENT BIL. 


Lord WepEenHousE moved the second reading of this Bill. 
Having traced the history of the different stages of the question 
the last twenty years, the noble Lord proceeded to argue 
that their Lordships had rejected a measure of a similar 
character in the last session, the increasing interest of the com- 
munity @& large in the subject, as evinced by the number of 
petitions laid on the table and the considerable majorities by 
which the Bill had passed through the other House, justified 
him in asking for a reconsideration of that decision. 
The Bill was lost by a minority of 39 to 49. 


Corer or CHANCERY ACCOMMODATION BILL. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
County Courts Bit. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Convict Prisons ABRoaD BILL, 
This Bill was advanced a stage. 
Thursday, Mar. 24. 


ef THuRLOW took the oaths and signed the Parliamentary 
Ro 
Trapinc Companies WINDING-UP BILL. 


On the:motion for going into committee on this Bill, 

Earl Gamy expressed a hope that the President of the Board 
of Trade would give some explanation of the working of the 
Limited Liability Act. 

The Earl of DonouGHMmoreE, having consulted the returns, 
found that the number of companies registered with limited 
liability was 1098, with a nominal capital of £75,442,887. Of 
these sixty-eight, with a nominal capital of £7,439,240, had 
been dissolved, some hy voluntary action; some by adverse pro- 
ceedings of their creditors. This left 1030, with a nominal 
capital of £68,003,647. It was not very easy to ascertain how 
many of these had ceased to trade, for 207 of them, with a 
capital of £13,181,634, were in arrears with the returns re- 
quired from them. But, assuming that these had ceased to 
trade, there were yet 823 companies in existence, with a nominal 
capital of £54,828,000. As to how these companies were 
working it was impossible for him to give any accurate idea. 
A great majority of companies had been dissolved by the 
volantary action of their shareholders. These companies were 
obliged to affix the word “limited” to all their documents, and 
the effect seemed to have been to make the public very cautious 
in pry them. As to the companies registered without 
limited y, 361 companies of this kind had been registered 
under the Act which had been trading before it. Only fourteen 
companies had been formed since the passing of the Act, and 
sixteen been dissolved. This left 359 companies, with a 
capital of £8,500,000, trading under the Act without limited 
- liability... As to the effect of the Act upon banking companies, 

eleven had heen registered under the Act, witha nominal capital 
of £4,500,000, with unlimited liability; two of them had. re- 
gistered for the pu 
— with a capial of a little more than £3,000,000. 
OvERsrone said, it was the imperative duty of Parlia- 
ment to wateh with the closest attention the effect of the great 
alteration im ¢ommercial operations produced by the Limited 
Liability Aet, and drew the attention of the House to the many 
abortive. nes which had been set on foot, andthe result 
2 a reckless extravagance of outlay. 
ir 1 then went into committee upon the Bill, and 
the various clauses were agreed to. 
; Evipence sy Commission Bru, 
This Bill was read a second time. 


IxpictaBLe Orrences (MuTrorovitaN Dysreicrs) Bauu. 
wt” of amendments on this Bill was reveived and 


of dissolution, so that nine were now 






Hx 





Oatus Act AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Manor Courts, &c. (IRELAND), Brnu. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Mar. 18. 
Tue Pusiic Orrices Extension Brix. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Court or Prosate, &c. (Acquisition OF STE) Brix, 
This Bill was read a second time. 


THE PUNISHMENT OF OLD OFFENDERS. 


Mr. Drummonp asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he had considered the complaint addressed 
to him by the visiting magistrates of the House of Correction 
at Wandsworth, respecting the committal to their charge of old 
convicts from the police offices in London for short periods, in- 
stead of such convicts being committed for trial at the Old 
Bailey; and whether he proposed to take any steps to remedy 
the evil ? 

Mr. Harpy said, that a great deal of evil had arisen, not in 
the metropolis merely, but throughout the country, from a mis- 
interpretation of the Act, which enabled justices of the peace 
to deal summarily with persons convicted of simple larcenies 
and first offences, Some magistrates were in the habit of apply- 
ing that Act to persons who had been convicted, not once, but 
many times, and who, instead of being committed for trial, were 


repeatedly sent to prison for short periods, thus rendering it im-- 


possible to exercise any reforming influence upon them at all. The 
Secretary of State intended to address a letter on the subject to 
the police magistrates in the metropolis. By giving publicity to 
that communication, he hoped to direct the attention of magis- 
trates in counties to it; but in the event of their continuing in 
their present course, it would be absolutely necessary to pass 
another Act. ; 


THE CONCENTRATION OF THE Law CouRTS. 

Mr. Hore asked the First Commissioner of Works whether 
her Majesty’s Government purposed to take any steps for the 
concentration of the courts of law and equity, in sn of 
the recommendations both of the Inco Ww i 
and of the Society for the Amendment of the Law? Great 
inconvenience existed from the present dispersed state of the 
courts of law and equity. Some were in Lincoln’s-inn, some 
in Westminster, and some at Guildhall; and judges and 
barristers, solicitors and clerks, were constantly scouring about 
the town in cabs and broughams. With a view to remedy that 
evil a scheme had been before the — for ing pee vebie con- 
centrating the law courts on a pi groun t seven 
acres in extent, situated near ail the Inns of Court, and afford- 
ing full accommodation for the administration of justice, both 
in law and equity. Petitions in favour of that scheme had been 
presented from the Incorporated Law Society, bi ses. the 
solicitors and proctors, and from the Law Amendment Society, 
representing, under the presidency of Lord Brougham, some of 
the most eminent members of the bar. It appeared likewise 
that a certain fund, called the Suitors’ Fund, might be made 
available for defraying the cost of such an undertaking, at 
least so far as the accommodation of the courts of equity was 
concerned, Yet it was now proposed to rebuild the courts of 
equity within the precincts of Lincoln’s-inn—a plan which, if 
carried out, would render impossible that concentration of the 
courts of law and equity from which such great advantages 
might fairly be expected. He trusted that the Government 
would not sanction any scheme which would have the effect of 
maintaining the courts in their present dispersed state, and that, 
at all events, no such step would be taken without the fullest 
inquiry and consideration. 

J. MANNERS admitted that great convenience would 
result from the concentration of the law courts, but there was 
considerable difference of opinion among the most competent 

ns,—first, as to whether the fund which the hon. member 

referred to was sufficient for tl® purpose; and, secondly, 
whether, such as it was, it could be applied to the 
of the courts of law and equity. Under these circumstances 
the Government were not prepared to , 
subject was one which required investigation, and 
‘ was, whether the inquiry should be made by, select 
committee or a Royal commission. At present he was unable 
to say more, but he would, be glad on a future obcasion to 
answer any question which the hon. member might put to him 
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Casz oF Mr. BarsBer. 


Mr. Brapy asked the Secretary to the Treasury what tle 


Government intended to do in reference to the report of the 
select committee on the petition of Mr. W. H. Barber. 

Sir S. Nortucore said, the case of Mr. Barber. had been 
under the consideration of the Government for some time, and 
no little difficulty had been experienced in deciding how to 
deal with it. On the one hand, a precedent ought not to be 
jaid down which might operate injuriously in other cases of an 
aualogous nature; and, on the other hand, this particular case 
was, to a certain degree, taken out of the ordinary category by 
the fact that it had been investigated by a select committee of 
that House, who had unanimously recommended it to the 

ial consideration of the Government. Various proposals 
had received the attention of the Government, which had felt 
that the only unobjectionable mode of proceeding would be to 
give some recognition of the sufferings which Mr. Barber had 
certainly undérgone. This would be attained by a grant or 
ic money to Mr. Barber; and accordingly in the estimates 

the coming year such a sum would be included as, without 
pretending to compensate him for what he had endured, would 
still be an acknowledgment on the part of Parliament and the 
country that he had suffered considerably, and was therefore 

to some consideration of this nature. 


nd SALE or Porsons Brit. 
‘This Bill passed through committee pro form’, and was 
ordered to be reprinted. 
Pxtirions oF Rieut Bu. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

TitLes To Lanp (ScoTianp). 

The Lord ApvocaTs obtained leave to bring in a. Bill to 
extend certain provisions of the Titles to Land (Scotland) Act, 
1858, to titles to land held by burgage tenure, and to amend 


the “4 Act. 
Bill was brought in and read a first time. 
Monday, Mar, 21. 


New MEMBER. 
Captain Jervis took the oaths and his seat for Harwich. 
Tue Bequests Act (IRELAND). 
_ Mr. Ennis inqnired of the noble Lord the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland whether it was his intention to introduce a Bill 
during the present session to amend the Act 7 & 8 Vict. c. 97, 
tntitled “ The Bequests Act (Ireland).” 
Lord Naas replied in the affirmative. 
County Prisons (IRELAND) Bix. 
‘This Bill was committed pro forma. 
Ag Pusuic Orrices Exrension Bit. 
‘On the motion of Lord J. Manners, this committee was ap- 
as follows:—Lord J. Manners, Sir B. Hall, Mr. Whit- 
whore, Sir J. Shelley, Mr. Stirling, Mr. Byng, and five members 
tobe added by the committee of selection, 


Court or Prosate, &c. (ACQUISITION oF Site), Bit. 
On the motion of Lord J. Manners, the select committee on 
this Bill was appointed :—Lord J. Manners, Mr, Headlam, Sir 
R, Carden, Mr. Ayrton, Mr. Lygon, Mr. Crawford, and five 
members to be added by the committee of selection. 
Lunacy Reevuration Act (1853) AMENDMENT Brx1. 
‘The Soxricrror-GENERAL obtained leave to introduce a Bill 
to amend the Lunacy Regulation Act (1853). The object of 
@ measure he stated to be to secure a more efficacious inspec- 
tion of those unfortunate persons who were found to be lunatics 
by inquisition, He might add that he proposed to refer the Bill 
to the same select committee as that to which two others of a 
timilar nature which had been laid on the table by the late 
Secretary had been referred. 
Bill was read a first time. 
Vii Tue Rerorm Bi. 
‘The Cuancettor of the Excuequer moved the second 


8 
“ed Jonn RvssEL proposed an amendment. 
“The debate was adjourned. 


Tuesday, Mar. 22. 
: MARRIED PERSONS (SCOTLAND). 
“Mr. Moncrterr obtained leave to introduce a Bill to amend 
aw of Sootiand in regard to the relationship of husband 


“Phe Bill was subsequently read-a first time. 





Tue Rerorm Bi. 

The adjourned debate on the Representation of the People 

Bill was resumed, and again adjourned until Thursday. 
Wednesday, Mar. 23, 
Hicu Snerirrs’ EXPENSES. 

Mr. GrirFitH complained of the heavy expenses to which 
persons serving as high sheriffs were rendered liable in dis- 
charging the duties of the office, and moved the second reading 
of a Bill intended to define and regulate them. 

Mr. SorHzron Estcourt did not oppose the second reading, 
but suggested that alterations should be made in committee. 

The Bill was accordingly read a second time. 


Thursday, Mar. 24. 
Remarks or Mr. Baron BRAMWELL. 


Mr. SaLisBuryY gave notice that, on the motion for 
the adjournment till Monday, he should put a question to 
the Home Secretary relative to certain remarks reported to 


r have been made by Mr. Baron Bramwell after the jury had 


returned their verdict in the case of David Williams, tried at 
Bala, for stealing certain moneys belonging to his employer. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY BILL. 
Mr. Bouverte gave notice that on the motion for going into 
committee on this Bill he should move that the measure be 
referred to a select committee. 


Divorce AND MATRIMONIAL CaUsES Court. 

Mr. James asked the Attorney-General whether the atten- 
tion of her Majesty’s Government had been drawn to the large 
arrear of causes waiting for judicial decision in the Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes Court; and whether they were prepared 
to propose any measure for the appointment of additional 
judges, or otherwise, to remedy the delay now so much com- 
plained of. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, his attention had been for 
so".e time past called to this subject. It was one attended 
with very considerable difficulty. By the Act of Parliament 
under which this Court was constituted, power was given to 
summon to its aid the chief justices and the other judges of 
common law sitting in the superior courts at Westminster; but 
it was found that, by reason of their other numerous and im- * 
portant duties, their attendance at this new tribunal in adequate 
numbers and with sufficient frequency was wholly impracticable. - 
Under these circumstances he had thought it right to direct 
some inquiries to be made, the result of which would come 
before him in the coutse of a very few days. He would then 
submit the whole matter to the Government. 


REMUNERATION TO WITNESSES. 

Mr. PowExt asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether a report had been received from the com- 
mission appointed to revise the scale of remuneration to wit- > 
nesses and professional men engaged at assizes and sessions. 

Mr. 8. Estcourt said, that the Commissioners had. last - 

ear made a partial and preliminary report on the subject re- - 
erred to them, but until the final report had been received no 
action could be taken by the Government in the matter. 


EcciestasticaL Courts aND REGISTRIES (IRELAND) BILL. 
This Bill was also read a second time. 
Tue Rerorm BI. 
The adjourned debate on the Representation of the People 
Bill was resumed and again adjourned. 


~ 
— 


Communications, Correspondence, anv 
Extracts. 


TITLE TO LANDED ESTATES BILL.—No. 1. 
REGISTRY OF LANDED ESTATES BILL—No. 2. 
To the Editor of Taz Soutcitors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 


Sir,—Permit me to draw your attention to a few facts which 
seem to me to be not immaterial in the consi ion of these 
measures, ‘ 

It appears by returns made to the House of Commons 
in 1858, that the number of assurances registered in 
Middlesex and Yorkshire in 1857 was about 27,000 We 
have no means of ascertaining, with any approach to accu- 
racy, what is the amount of business ot thong counties. 
Assuming the population returns under census a5 & 
proximate datum, Middlesex and Yorkshire may be supposed » 
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to represent about one-fifth of the entire kingdom. We thus 
arrive at a gross total of 135,000 transfers and mortgages per 
annum. - 

Iam aware that a large proportion of these transactions are 
not dealings with the fee simple, and consequently do not come 
within the provisions of the Bills as at present drawn. But if 
the new machinery should be found to work well (that is, with 
greater simplicity and less expense than the present system) jor 
the fee, it would be both legally and socially an anomaly to 
retain the more cumbrous and expensive mode for smaller 
estates, carved out of the fee; and the Solicitor-General, in 
committee, avows his hope that the measure will be so extended 
as to include leasehold estates. 

It is necessary then to provide for the possible registration of 
about 500 transfers and mortgages per diem. It is not to be a 
registry of deeds,—that the Solicitor-General especially pro- 
tested against,—but a registry of estates and transfers. We 
shall see presently what that means. 

The staff provided by the Bill No. 2, to dispose of the business 
attending the mere orderly reception of these documents (and 
it must be orderly, for they are to rank according to the order 
in which they are entered on the registry), to be afterwards 
classified, inspected, authenticated, entered on the register, and 
otherwise disposed of; to receive, record, or remove cautions, inhi- 
bitions, and restrictions; and perform the various other duties 
created by the Bill, is——one registrar, such number of assistant 
registrars (not exceeding three), and such clerks, messengers, and 
servants, as the Chancellor may appoint. Upon this I will 
only remark that my estimate of the business likely to be trans- 
acted in the office of land registry must differ very widely from 
that of the framers of the Bill. 

The Bill, No. 2 provides, that (s. 8) a land certificate shall 
be given to the proprietor of land on his proving his title 
thereto, after which the land, or any part thereof, may be trans- 
ferred by simply endorsing on this certificate, “ I, the within- 
named.A, B., transfer to C. D. the within-mentioned lands.” 

By s. 27, the registrar is to deliver to the transferree a fresh 
land certificate, and where part only of the land is sold, he shall 
also deliver to the transferror a fresh land certificate, containing 
a description of the land retained by him. 

In the ordinary course of my avocation during the last week, 
three deeds have passed through my hands, in which the 
deseriptions of the lands affected have extended to 60, 100, and 
200 folios respectively. . The two former were conveyances of 
separate lots of one estate to different purchasers; the third was 
totally irrelative to either of the others. These are extreme 
cages, but by no means so unfrequent as may be imagined, 
while cases similar in kind, though lesser in degree, are of almost 
daily occurrence. Let us see what is to be done with them. 


We will presume that the transferror has already obtained a ‘ 


land certificate containing a description of his lands. He must 
then endorse thereon a transfer, including possibly a description 
of- 100 or 200 folios (s. 24). bs 

The land certificate so endorsed is to be delivered to the 
registrar and. retained by him (s. 25). It must, I presume, be 
examined, docketed, and entered. . 

A fresh land certificate is then to be given to the purchaser, 
containing a similar description, and the transferror is to have a 
fresh land certificate, containing a description of the lands 
retained by him. “What the original description may be, we 
cannot guess, but in the case I allude to, there were upwards of 
fifty purchasers; therefore the process,.in this instance, would 
have to be somany times repeated; and, moreover, should the 
present transferrees hereafter sell any portion of their estate, a 
similar process must be again gone through. 

However rare such cases may be, they must be provided for. 
The labour will.be great, but that is not all, they must be dealt 
with by men of standing and acquirement, and they must 
occupy time. . 

It is much more easy to point out difficulties than to show 
how they are to beavoided. I have no pet scheme to recommend, 
neither have I.time or skill to elaborate one, but it appears to 
me that the Bills attempt too much. The great evil complained 
of is the constantly recurring investigation of the title. °* This 
might be remedied by limiting the operation of Saprpet 
measure to the conferring a Parliamentary title to 

In all cases of sale or mortgage, let the parties to the con- 
tract (if they think fit) apply to the Court as provided for by 
8..17, et seg., of Bill No.1. But let the investigation be con- 
ducted by the: parties, or their counsel in the law, the Court 
acting as judicial umpire, making its own requirements, judging 
of their fulfilment, and when satisfied. that the title has been 
proved, making their judicial declaration to that effect, thereby 
conferring a Parliamentary title, and let suth Parliamentary 





title be registered in the office of land registry. Such a 
measure would, perhaps, not be unpopular with the profession, 
while a great benefit would be conferred on the community by 
limiting future inquiries into the title to transactions which 
may have taken place since such Parliamentary title was last 
obtained, Then for the present let conveyancing—i. e. the 
transfer of estates, take care of itself. When the title ig 
shortened, conveyances will necessarily. be shortened also, 
There will be enough to do for a few years to get this part of 
the system into good working order. Let it be tried and 
judged by its effects; if the verdict be encouraging it will then 
be time enongh to give us, in addition to a Parliamentary title, 
a Parliamentary conveyance also.—I am, Sir, your most obedient 
servant, T. T. 


LEGAL HONOURS. ‘ 
To the Editor of Tue Soricitors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER, 


Sr1r,—I have often heard the question asked, “‘ Of what ser- 
vice in after life are legal honours to those who gain them?” 

I confess it would be difficult to answer the query satis- 
factorily. It is true that the Incorporated Law Society does 
publish a list of those to whom honours are awatded, but that 
is soon forgotten. 

In order to perpetuate the fact, and offer the greatest. possible 
inducement to perseverance, application and hard study, I beg 
to suggest that those candidates who gain distinction have 
assigned to them initial letters to follow their names, showing 
the degree of honour attained, as is the case at our universities, 

The insertion of the above will oblige many besides your 
obedient servant, One WHO GAINED Honours. 


IMPRISONMENT BY COUNTY COURTS. 

The following letter on commitments from county courts for 
small sums, has been addressed to the Attorney-General by 
Henry Stapleton, Esq., Judge of the Durham district of County 
Courts :— 

“ Srr,—As one of the judges of the county courts, I am ex- 
tremely glad to find that your attention has been called to the 
immense number of commitments under the 99th section of the 
9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, and most respectfully submit to your con- 
sideration the justice and propriety of making the following 
alteration in the law; namely—' That for the future, in all cases 
in which the debt, without costs, does not. exceed : 40s., it shall 
be lawful for the judge to commit the debtor for any of the 
offences specified in that section, for any period not exceeding 
seven days (in place of forty days); and that actual impri 
ment under any such commitment shall exempt the debtor 
from all future imprisonment for or in respect of the same 
and costs, but that his property shall still remain liable to the 
payment thereof.’ It appears to me that this punishment would 
be quite sufficient for any number of offences in respect of such 
a debt. -The country will not allow of any long imprisonment 
for a debt not exceeding 40s. I believe upom inspection of the 
county court records, it will. be found theta lengthened impri- 
sonment has not. been more effectual. for the prevention of 
offences than an imprisonment for seven’ days. 

“Tn all cases in which the debt, without costs, exceeds 40s., it 
shall be lawful for the judge to commit the debtor for any of 
the offences mentioned in the 99th section, for any period not 
exceeding twenty-eight days (in place of forty days); but that 
no debtor shall be liable to be imprisoned more than twice 
the same debt, though his property shall still remain liable to 
the payment thereof.’ I fear, that in most cases, imprisonment 
has no beneficial effect on the prisoner; but the apprehension of 
it prevents many half-honest persons from the commission of 


. the offences liable to the punishment. Many debtors will pay 


their debts after they have been once imprisoned, from fear of # 
second imprisonment; but in most cases, after a second 
imprisonment, they become hardened and reckless and will not 
pay, therefore all further punishment is useless, The country 
will not tolerate repeated imprisonments for any debt recovered 
in the county court, whatever may be the nature or the number 
of the offences committed in relation to it, ‘ 

“ After twelve years’ experience, I am fully convinced that 
a limited power of commitment f necessary for the effectual 
working of the County Court Acts, and that a short imprison- 
ment of the debtors who commit the offences specified in 
99th section of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, is neither harsh, cruel, not 
unjust. ‘There are an immense number of thout 
furniture, or any other property, earning great wages, 
not pay their debts, except from the fear of 


t; and 
it is only just and right that they should be compelled to psy. 
the tradesman who gave them ‘osedis when off puck, opm : 
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ness, at the total or partial suspension of trade, the failure of 
their masters, the destruction by fire of their masters’ premises, 
or from any other cause, or until they ‘received their first - ~t 
at the end of seven, fourteen, or twenty-one days after 
commenced to work. If tradesmen did not give credit to work 


‘men off work, from any of the above causes, or until they 


receive their first pay, I believe that the distress and: misery 
now too often prevalent amongst the working orders (many of 
whom are very improvident) would be much increased, and in 
some cases lead to riot and disturbance. 

“ That alimited power of imprisonment is not unjust, or cruel, 

‘to me from the following facts:—In the Barnardcastle 
Harict, agricultural labourers earn from 12s. to 15s. a-week ; 
carpet weavers from 12s. to 16s. a-week; leadminers receive 

10s. owes} in part payment of their wages, which are settled 
onee or twice a-year; masons and joiners earn from 18s. to 24s. 
a-week; and journeymen tailors and shoemakers from 12s. to 
20s. a-week ; and there are, upon an average, thirty-six cases 
ina month. One-third of these cases are paid into court, one- 
third of them settled out of court, and the defendants in two- 
thirds of the remaining cases come into court, admit the debt, 
and offer to pay, and actually do pay, from 4s. to 6s. a-month. 
This shows that in general where there is a will there is a way 
to keep out of debt, or if from any cause a debt is incurred, 
the labouring man, if honest, may pay it by small instalments. 

“Tn Sunderland, labourers earn from 15s. to 18s. a-week; ship 
carpenters, until lately, 36s. a-week, or 6s. a-day; masons, 
bricklayers, and joiners, 27s. a-week ; anchor and chain makers, 
6s.'a-day, or 36s. a-week; men employed in the glass works, 
from’23s. to 50s. a-week; journeymen tailors and shoemakers, 
from 18s. to 25s. a-week; sailors, until lately, £4 a-month; 
coalminers, 44s. a fortnight, with house, firing, and medical 
 vopameel for which they pay: 6d. a fortnight; and if they 

boys in the family above tem or eleven years old; they 
ihatve toes 1s. 3d. to 2s. a-day, and instead of thirty-six cases, 
flere are from. 300 to 450 a-month. Not above ten or 
twelve are paid into court instead of one-third; and it 
is only ‘from the fear of imprisonment that a great 
part of the’defendants will pay the debt and costs by instal- 
ments, of from 4s. to 10s. a month. At Shotley Bridge there 
ae large iron-works, and the workmen employed in them earn 
véry large wages, and in general are without any furniture, or 
other property liable to execution. Puddlers earn 6s. a day, 
rollers 10s., shearsmen, shinglers, and ball-furnace men 14s. a 
day. I ask, is it cruel or unjust to compel these men to pay 
their debts by instalments, of from 4s. to 10s. a month, and to 
send them to prison for a short time if they will not? Surely 
the payment of from 1s. to 2s. 6d. a week out of such wages 
does not require any great self-denial. 

‘“T would earnestly urge the immediate repeal of the 48th 
section of the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, which empowers the ‘judge 
of the county court to commit a defendant residing out of his 
district. I have known many instanees‘of labouring men and 
méchanics, living in the county of Durham, committed for forty 
days for non-appearance to # summons after judgment issued 
out of courts from 50 te 300 miles from the county of Durham. 
The judges must have acted upon the ex parte statement of 
the plaintiffs, and what ible evidence could they have had 
that the defendants, working men, had the means to travel 50 
to 300 miles, and refused to do so?—I have the honour to 
vémain, your obedient servant, Henry StTaPryiTon, 

‘ Judge of Circuit 2.” 


BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 


Reasons ror RETAINING THE SERVICES OF OFFICIAL 
ASSIGNEES IN ALL CASES OF BANKRUPTCY. 


(By Epwarp Lawrance, Esq., Member of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society). 


1. Because they were appointed under an Act of Parliament, 
passed in the year 1831, in deference to the unanimous wishes 
of the mercantile and trading community, to correct the evils 
which existed in the collection and administration of bankrupt’s 
estates, and to prevent the future malversation of funds. 

"2. Because the immediate result of their appointment was 

collection and distribution of upwards of two millions ster- 

which had been previously withheld by creditors’ assignees 
ts. 

Reuens the appointment of official assignees had been 

work so beneficially in London from the period of their 

by Lord Chancellor Brougham in 1831 to 

official assignees were appointed 


wi Cts 
“Law ‘Act, 





1849,” the appointment of official assignees in all cases of bank- 
ruptcy was recognised and confirmed. 

5. Because her Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to inquire 
into the “ fees, funds, and establishments of the Court of Bank- 
ruptecy,” by their report, dated 10th of April, 1854, and pre- 
sented to both Houses of Parliament,* reported, amongst other 
matters, as follows.—(Parliamentary Blue Book, “ Bankruptcy 
Commission,” 1854, p. 41.) 


The court has attached to it an officer who is chosen for his i 
in commercial affairs, and his knowledge of finance and accounts. 
officer (the official assignee) is employed in the investigation of the wae 
rupt’s books and papers, and of his affairs generally, with eae view of 
securing to his creditors every portion of the estate, and of enabling them 
to resist unfounded claims. In the course of his labours he becomes 
acquainted with the conduct of the bankrupt, and the character of the 
bankruptcy, and he is often able to furnish the Commissioner with trust- 
worthy information with reference to those two very important stages— 
the last examination and the allowance of the certificate. These are 
duties which cannot be efficiently discharged except in a fixed office, and 
they may be advantageously executed in one locality as the centre of an 
extensive district. 


6. Because solicitors of great experience in the city of 


-London, although entertaining different views as to the winding 


up of estates, concurred in the opinion— 


That the official assignees were a valuable and useful body, and that 
their services, when efficiently applied, entitled them to be well paid.t 


7. Because the Act 19 & 20 Vict. c. 47 (July, 1856), for the 
incorporation and regulation of joint stock companies and 
other associations, further recogaises the services of the official 
assignees, by enacting— 

That in cases within the jurisdiction of the Court of Bankruptcy, the 
official to be named by the Court shall be the official liq 
with liberty for the major part in value of the contributories assembled at 


a meeting tobe held for the purpose, to appoint an liquidator to act 
concurrently with the official liquidator so named by the Court. 


8. Because the necessity and advantage of independent pub- 
lic officers in the collection and administration of bankrupts’ 
estates have now been tested by an experience of twenty-eight 
years, and no reasonable argument has at any time been urged 
against such officers. 

9. Because an income or profit, of upwards of £40,000 per 
annum, is derived from the investment by the accountant in 
bankruptcy of cash received, being the floating balances paid 
over by the official assignees, and which £40,000 is applied to- 
wards paying the expenses of the Court of Bankruptcy. 

10. Because the expenses of the Court of Bankruptey, in- 
cluding judicial salaries, superannuation allowances, and com- 
pene 8 which amount to £88,000 per annum, are partially 
paid by the £40,000 above mentioned; and if the assets be 
withdrawn from the administration of the official assignees, & 

* The Commissioners were—The Right Hon. Spencer Walpole, Sir eg 
Rose, Mr. Clement, T. Swanston. Q.C., Mr. Commissioner .C., Mr. 
James Bacon, Q.C., Mr. Commissioner Holroyd, Mr. Edward Qc.; 
and Mr. Car Glyn, banker. 

+ Extract Parliamentary Blue Book, “Bankruptcy Commission, 
1854,” being answers to questions of the ep he po Conan 3 

“ After much consideration we have come to the concl 

<teenin ie hetetin chon an atau anion th oe by 
fixed salary, sufficient to cover the out-pocket expenses of his We 
consider the official assignees to be a valuable and useful a: and that 
their services, when efficiently applied, entitle them to be well 

“ That they should also =e besides a fixed annual sum, a sum 
tionate to their labour in collecting the assets, and such as shall shall stiamdate. 
them in the performance of their duties, 

“ That the present irregularities of income of the official assignees should 
be, to a certain extent, remedied, but with a due regard to the expediency 
of the income being also, to a certain extent, proportionate to the 
respective labours of each. 

“ That the sum charged for examining accounts should be abolished. 

**In order to carry out the above principles, we have agreed to the 
following suggestions :— 

“ That the gross total amount of remuneration Os as éstates during 
the year should be considered as a common fund 

That out of that common fund an annual sum (which we have fixed at 
£800 a-year) be in the first instance paid to each official assignee. 

That subject to such payment of a fixed annual income, the balance of 
hp caer Sank De Sven eae ee eee ee eee eee 
according to r respective receipts. 

[e. g. If the common fund amounted to £24,800, and the official 
assignees were six in number, £4800 would Se ogelie Send. The. 
£20,000 would be divisible them in 





amongst 
to the respective amounts paid into the vt eniouse teak 
iting of the official assignee resting with the 
ink that persons who have 
to be able and efficient clerks in the offices of the 
be eligible to succeed them, 


(Signed) Geamaty Lavrs, of the eis of Oliverson, a P Peee- 
Jow 


pce nce 0 


rhe bo Meech pr ckny Pompe ot & Wilde. 
Wit11am Murray, 11, London-street. 
Laraan of the firm of Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer. 
the firm of J. & J. H. Linklater. 
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great part, if not the whole, of that profit will be lost to the 
public, and retained and appropriated by the creditors’ assig- 
nees, or their nominees. There is no available fund for making 
up the deficiency. 

11. Because the appointment of creditors’ assignees, trustees, 
or inspectors, with a power at discretion to withdraw the con- 
trol of the assets from the official assignees in the mode sug- 
gested by the Bills now before Parliament, will deprive the 
Court of all efficient control of the assets, will virtually ex- 
clude the official assignees in all cases of importance, and will 
make the administration of every estate the subject of contest 
with a view to individual profit. 

12. Because the complicated machinery proposed by Lord 
John Russell's Bill for the election of creditors’ assignees, and 
inspectors, will necessarily cause delay, inconvenience, and 
expense, without any sufficient guarantee for the due appropria- 
tion of the assets. 

13. Because it is desirable, as well for the creditors as for 
the debtors, and for the interests of public justice, to prevent 
any tampering with books, that all the books and accounts of 
the debtor should, as at present, continue to be held by an inde- 
pendent public officer, accessible to all persons interested in 
obtaining information as to the traders’ dealings, and as to the 
realization and distribution of the estate; and that the present 
facilities for payment of dividends should also be retained. 
These advantages cannot be secured except by the continuance 
of a responsible public officer in a known locality. 

14. Because it may be reasonably presumed that an estate 
would be less economically administered by an inexperienced 
paid creditors’ assignee, than by an experienced official as- 

ee, 


15. Because it is undesirable to hold out to an official 
assignee any inducement to forfeit his present independent 
position by canvassing for the administration of an estate in 
competition with creditors or their nominees. 

16. Because, consistently with the ordinary rules of honesty, 
it would be unfair to deprive official assignees of their emolu- 
ments as public officers who have zealously and faithfully dis- 
charged their duties for a long series of years, who have given 
large securities for the due performance of those duties, and 
who have been restrained from exercising any other office or 
employment, without an adequate pecuniary compensation, and 
there is no fund from which such compensation can be paid. 


TEAR AND OTHERS v. TAYLOR. 
We are requested to notice the following letter, which ap- 
peared ih the Chelmsford Chronicle of yesterday, addressed to 
the editor of that journal :— 


“Srr,—In my letter to you, published in the Chelmsford 
Chronicle of Friday last, protesting against the course adopted 
by counsel, of lavishing abuse upon the profession of an 
attorney, whenever an opportunity offers, and which, from being 
unchecked, has been productive of so much prejudice in the 
minds of jurymen, as to amount toa practical outlawry of the 
whole profession, numbering upwards of ten thousand persons, 
I have asserted that this prejudice and injustice to the pro- 
fession is more injurious to the middle classes than to attorneys. 
Will you permit me to make good this assertion? Attorneys, 
as a class, are the sons of merchants, successful tradesmen, and 
the more opulent of the middle classes, who seek for their chil- 
dren the respectable position which attaches to the learned 
professions, The services of the attorney, like that of the 
medical practitioner, are everywhere required by some member 
of the community. The attorney is resorted to for advice and 
assistance in almost every difficulty; to him is often entrusted 
the preservation of the honour, fortune, character, and position 
of families; and in every emergency his helping hand is sought, 
and his purse opened, to aid the necessities of others. Yet this 
profession, so useful to the community, and embodying within 
its ranks the practical common sense of the middle classes, 
is, as a body, placed beyond the pale of the law. Not one 
of its numbers dare ap to @ common jury, whatever 
injury he may sustain, without the certainty of a verdict against 
him; and the trial of the cause which gives rise to these obser- 
vations shows that, if an attorney be associated with other gen- 
tlemen as trustees, it will be fatal to the cause, even with a 
special jury. Who are those persons who have created this 
prejudice in the public mind against an honourable profession, 
and who by appeals to passion and prejudice have produced 
this result; and what are their pretensions, that they should 
insult the whole mon jpg agerpon rd beh ceaseless 
attacks upon attorneys are mem common 
law hes, portons who owe everything to attorneys, and whose 





pretensions are expressed in the following rule of the four Inns 
of Court, made in the twelfth year of King James :— 

“ ¢ For that there ought alwaies to be preserved a difference 
between a counsellor-at-!aw, which is the principal person next 
unto serjeants and judges in administration of justice, and at. 
torneys and solicitors, which are but ministerial persons, and of 
an inferior nature; therefore it is ordered, that from thenceforth 
no common attorney or solicitor shall be admitted of any of the 
four houses of Court.’ 

“This absurd loftiness of language, which describes barris. 
ters as of a superior “ nature” (not degree or station), portrays 
the feeling which is widely entertained in the present day, or 
we should not find the members of our profession stigmatised . 
without cause and without rebuke from the presiding judge, 
or reply from the advocate whose duty it is to defend his client, 
It may be fun to hear a merchant’s son snubbed and abused, 
without his possessing the power to reply. These bar-wasps are 
by such means enabled to gratify their feelings of contempt 
towards the whole trading community. I have a few words to 
say as to the consequences of such a system. To the barristers 
belong all the judgeships throughout the land. No middle. 
class man, called an attorney, ever partakes of the dignity of 
judicial office, nor does he share in the two millions-and-a-half, 
and upwards, annually voted by Parliament as the national 
contribution to law and justice, All the judgships in the 
colonies, the office of stipendiary magistrates, and the colonial 
attorney-generals, are possessed by the bar; but, not content 
with all these good things, the place of attorney and solicitor in 
the public departments are given to barristers, and the office of * 
taxing master in the common law courts of justice are also 
theirs. The duties of these last-named offices, the attorney, 
from his education and experience, is best able to discharge, 
The attorney is excluded from all commissions of the peace; 
and although our large towns have silently proteeted against the 
practice by electing attorneys to the office of ‘ mayor,’ yet the 
rule of exclusiveness is not likely to be relaxed so long as the 
middle classes are content to be unjust to themselves. Attor- 
neys in the House of Commons are few in nimber, while barris- 
ter members are numerous, The consequence of the want of 
the more practical man of business is to be seen in the course 
of legislature in matters affecting the law. The tinkering, 
under the name of law amendments, which annually takes 
place, is not the work of attorneys; and, if closely examined, 
will be found to be more productive of patronage and place for 
the banister than of benefit to the community. ‘his is 
matter which more concerns the commonalty and gentlemen of - 
England than the attorneys, who do not complain of the honey 
which other men gather falling to the barristers’ lot, but they 
do complain of the injustice of ‘outlawry to attorneys’ with- 
out offence, and unjust attacks by members of the common 
law bar upon that branch of the legal profession to which 1. 
have the honour to belong. ; 

“ Tn these observations I particularly address myself to those 
gentlemen who, from their own notions of superiority, think - 
they are justified, and that it is consistent with the duties of an . 
honourable man, to libel an attorney in court, when there is , 
nothing to justify the attack. The excellent and upright men 
who look upon the evidence before them in a cause as their 
proper instructions, and who address themselves to facts only, 
and labour to promote the cause of truth and justice, I esteem 
most highly, and should regret to mix up with persons who use 
their position to utter libels and vilify without a cause, and 
make the inmates of the jury box the preliminary audience to 
the more important ones designed to listen to addresses from 
the platform as the step to the senate, and from thence to the 
judgment seat—lI am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

“ Joun TURNER. 

“9, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, March 24,” 
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The Provinces. 


BRaDFoRD.— Allowance to Witnesses in Prosecutions.— An ° 
instance of the injurious practical working of the new table of 
allowances to witnesses in prosecutidhs occurred at Bradford on 
‘Tuesday last. A young woman applied at the office ot the 
clerk to the borough justices for a warrant for the arrest of a 
man whom she accused of having cmmuaieal a rape. Previous 
to the warrant being granted, the testimony of a medical man 
was required, as is usual in sach cases; and, accordingly, the 
young woman applied to two or three surgeons, but all of 
positively refabed to have anything to do with the case, on 
ground that, if it were sent to the sessions or assiges, and: 
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evidence should be required, the allowance made to them under 
the existing scale would be -utterly inadequate to remunerate 
them. Ultimately, however, Mr. Parkinson, surgeon, who is 
generally called in when the services of a medical gentleman 
are required at the police-station, reluctantly consented to do 
what was necessary in the case, and a warrant was granted for 
an assault.—Leeds Mercury. 

Derpy.— County-Court Advocates.—At a Court held on 
Monday last, before J. T. Cautrell, Esq., the Judge, his Honour 
remarked, that, as it had been misrepresented elsewhere that he 
had expressed a wish for advocates to robe out of respect to 
himself alone, he wished to state that that assertion was entirely 
false. He had said that, in the great majority of the county 
courts, advocates always appeared in what is considered proper 


costume, and that he did not wish his circuit to be the last to 

t to the institutions of the country ; and he hoped that 
the advocates in this Court would adopt the proper costume, 
namely, a gown and bands; the same as that worn by the 
registrar, and different from those which are used by the bar- 
risters. 


Dorcnester.—At the Insolvent Court on Tuesday, Sir E. 

Leeds, Bart., late of Weymouth, and twenty other places, who 
had been in prison about two months, came up on his hearing, 
having applied for discharge under the Insolvent Debtors Act. 
It was stated that the debts in the schedule were upwards of 
£10,000, and the assets nil. His Honour ordered the insolvent’s 
discharge forthwith. 
*Lzeps—An award has just been made in the case of the 
Assignees in the bankruptcy of Messrs. Baxter, Thornton, & 
Galloway v. Mawson & Lee, which is of considerable import- 
ance to lessees of mills and machinery. It appears that Messrs. 
Mawson & Lee, as trustees under a marriage settlement, demised 
on lease a mill and machinery to Messrs. Baxter, Thornton, & 
Galloway. Subsequently the lessees became bankrupt, and the 
assignees seized the machinery in question, contending that it 
was in the order and disposition of the Court of Bankruptcy. 
The lessors disputed the right to seize, and the case was re- 
ferred by consent to Mr. Kemplay, barrister, who has decided 
against the assignees, on the ground that the machinery was 
uot im the order and disposition of the Court. The effect of 
this decision is, to secure the machinery in a mill to the lessor, 
though the lessee may become bankrupt. 

Removal of the West Riding Magisterial Business to the Town 
Hall—On Tuesday, the West Riding magistrates sat for the 
first time in their new court, at the Town Hall. A large and 
commodious room, on the second story, has been provided for 
the transaction of the business of the West Riding in petty 
sessions, and an elegantly fitted-up retiring room has been pre- 
pared for the magistrates. The magistrates present, on taking 
their seats on the bench, were congratulated by Mr. Grainger 
on entering upon their new and commodious room, who ex- 
pressed a hope that they would long have health and be able 
toadminister justice in that court. On behalf of the profes- 
sion to which he belonged, Mr. Grainger assured the bench that 
they felt highly gratified at the uniform courtesy and gentle- 
manly conduct which they had received, and he trusted that 
their connection at the new court would be as long and satis- 
factory as it had been at the old. The chairman thanked Mr. 
Grainger for his kind expressions; and for himself, he could 
say truthfully that -he had always derived great satisfaction 
from having the assistance of gentlemen of the legal profession, 
and he hoped the harmony which had hitherto existed would 
long be continued. It had also been a source of great happi- 
ness to him to know that during the whole of the time he had 
sat on that bench he had never had any unkind words with his 
brother magistrates, and he trusted that so long as he continued 
in that position, the same harmony would exist.—Leeds Mer- 


LiverPoot.—The commission for this town was opened on 
Saturday last. The calendar of prisoners is considered a light 
one and below the average number, which is not regarded as a 
true indication of the state of crime in this county, owing, it is 
@eatly feared, to the operation of the late Treasury order, 

: the scale of fees payable to witnesses in criminal cases. 
‘York it was generally talked of that above a score of 
which were known to have been committed in Leeds, 

be brought home to the criminals, because witnesses 

Y and prosecutors refused to prosecute, deterred by 

to which they would’ be put over and above the 

allowance. It was said that the offenders in three ga- 
robberies at Sheffield were known, but could not be brought 
for the same reason. This state of things, if to 
must be productive of the worst consequences, alike 





to the interest of society and the due performance of the police 
in deterring them from the execution of their duty, in detecting 
crime and bringing the perpetrators to justice. It is a notorious 
fact that, in several instances where police officers have exerted 
all their skill and energy in bringing a felon to justice, they 
have been rewarded with a scanty allowance, scarcely sufficient 
to pay for their bed and breakfast. 

NEwcastLe.—Mr. B. B. Blackwell, barrister-at-law, of this 
town, has been appointed a Commissioner for taking Special 
Bail in the Courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and 
Excheqner. 


Erelany. 


DvuBLIN, THURSDAY. 
UNANIMITY IN TRIAL BY JURY.—THE TRALEE 
ASSIZE. 

The ample newspaper reports have by this time made every 
one acquainted with the particulars of the recent trial of one 
of the persons implicated in the Phoenix conspiracy. The 
reader of one of those reports would not fail to observe the 
usual features of a politico-criminal trial in Ireland. « All the 
ordinary dramatis persone were assembled at Tralee, and per- 
formed their parts with credit. There was a‘ large array of 
Crown counsel, conducting the prosecution’ with vigour, if not 
with conciseness. There were the well-disposed witnesses, who 
saw “overt acts” at enormous distances, and could prove the 
case in the readiest manner. There was an “ approver,” who 
had made up his mind to an obnoxious part, and went through 
it unabashed, loquacious, and even flippant. Then there were 
unwilling witnesses, whose answers were cloudy and verbose, 
enlivened with occasional gleams of laboured facetiousness. 
There was leading counsel for the defence, of a highly rhetorical 
turn of mind, brought down “ special,” with his monster. 
full of hits at the Lord Lieutenant, the magistrates, and the con- 
stabulary, and of withering abuse of the “ approver”—playing 
to the upper gallery, and loudly applauded on resuming his 
seat. Finally, there were the couple of obstinate jurors, who, 
having resolved how to act before the trial began, might as well 
have been deaf for any effect producible on their minds by the 
evidence, the judge’s charge, or the arguments of their fellow- 
jurors. These several characters we know well, and have 
noticed oftentimes before, and always expect to find on similar 
occasions. The hardship on the ten jurors who were willing to 
give a verdict according to the evidence, is very great. They 
probably know before the first day of the trial has ended, ex- 
actly how the matter stands; but there is no remedy for it. 
Day after day must be consumed in going through the pre- 
scribed forms. The farce once begun must be regularly played 
out. 

Those gentlemen who, by means of speeches at the Law 
Amendment Society, and of pamphlets issued from Bell-yard, 
contend for the preservation of the law requiring unanimity in 
the jury, should by all means become spectators of a trial, aris- 
ing out of Pheenix Clubs, or any other subject of popular in- 
terest in Ireland; they would, after some observation, come to 
the conclusion, that a verdict in a case attracting much public 
attention, or arousing political or local feelings, is the excep- 
tion. The disagreement of the jury is the rule. The jurors 
are found to be divided, ten or eleven against two or one; and 
this division is often to be foretold from the very outset; so 
that the judge, and the whole paraphernalia of law, will be 
sometimes occupied for days, or even weeks, in conducting @ 
trial which is fully expected to end in nothing,—in- parading 
proofs before a jury, which includes one or two obstinate and 
determined individuals, who are resolved, under no possible cir- 
cumstances, to be convinced. 

The judges are so well aware of the futility of expecting a 
verdict when a “boot-eater” or two happens to be in the jury- 
box, that they consent to discharge the jury after but a few 
hours’ delay. The ordeal might be continued for days or 
weeks before any different result would be attained; and it is 
certain that some one of the majority would first succumb to the 
influences of cold and starvation. At Tralee we find a doctor 
called in, who reports that one of the ten was in a state likely 
to eventuate in fever. It is noticeable that the minority never 
seems to suffer in this way. 

Taking this abortive trial of the Phoenix clubbist as‘a text 
whereon to hang a commentary, we may first question the 
wisdom of denying to jurors, while in deliberation, the 
common necessaries of life. Cold and hunger and discomfort, 
80 far from proving aids to mental exertion, as the common law 
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imagined them to be, are apt to bring most men into a state of 
n-rvous irritability, very unfavourable to calm consideration of 
the evidence. Under such treatment, ordinary jurymen lose in 
a few hours the faculty of either communicating or receiving 
clear notions of things. They grow discontented with their 
work, and disgusted with each other. Nor would the kind of 
unanimity attainable by stress of many hours of discomfort in 
a jury-room bear any likeness to that community of real 
opinion and belief which the system theoretically requires. 
The first change in the law of trial by jury, therefore, should 
be one which will empower the judge or the sheriff to direct 
that incarcerated jurors be supplied with the necessaries of life 
and health within proper limits. 

The next point is, that of unanimity, so strongly contested 
on both sides. For a fixed period it should undoubtedly be re- 
quired—that is, for such a period as will admit of the evidence 
being talked over and very fully discussed in the jury-room. 
Twelve hours might be limited for this purpose; and the judge 
might, at the end of that period, be authorised to accept the 
verdict of ten out of twelve. To conciliate old prejudices, 
founded on the pages of Blackstone and the perorations of 
Erskine, an exception might be made, in case of every trial for 
high treason, or for other capital offence. It might shock the 
national feeling to hear of the extreme penalty of the law 
awarded on the finding of less than twelve jurors; but in all 
other cases, the arguments are irresistible for a modification of 
the law. In answer to the objection, that it is unfair to a pri- 
soner to take away one of his chances of escape, we may ob- 
serve, that the prisoner has now many more chances of escape 
than he had in the days of Blackstone. The criminal code is 
far more merciful. Judges are far more indulgent to the pri- 
soner. He can have the aid of counsel—forbidden to him by 
the laws which Blackstone eulogised. On the whole, and espe- 
cially since an absurdly inadequate table of allowances to pro- 
secutors has been invented, the chapter of accidents is now too 
much in the prisoner's favour; so that there is no unfairness in 
depriving him of the casual advantage accruing through the 
ignorance or obstiuacy of one of the jurors. 

Another change in the law, at least as far as Ireland is con- 
cerned, is, we think, shown to be necessary by the result of the 
Tralee affair. ‘Trials of persons charged with participation in 


any illegal scheme of widely spread dimensions, ought to be 
tried in a different county, where there is less chance of 
partiality in the jury-box, or of intimidation of witnesses. Had 
the trial in question taken place in the north or west of Ireland, 
or even in Dublin, the result would probably have been diffe- 
rent, and justice would not have been outraged by the refusal 


of persons produced as witnesses to reply to the questions asked 
of them. Of course it would be unjust in such a case to bur- 
den the prisoner with any extra expenses.caused by the change 
of venue; these should be borne by the public. That, however, 
is @ trifling consideration, compared with the importance of 
securing impartiality among those sworn to try according to 
the evidence. 

We cannot quit this subject without glancing at the anoma- 
lous position oceupied by counsel, who are also themselves 
judges The orator for the prisoner tried at Tralee himself is 
chairman of Quarter Sessions for another county, and judge of 
the County Court. Last week he appears in court to defend a 
prisoner charged with violating the law, and with rare energy 
and ability conducts a defence, in the course of which, and 
doing, as every advocate is bound to do, the best for his client, 
he attacks the executive, from the supreme governor down to 
the constable, impugns their motives, censures their conduct, 
and does all in his power to bring the Government into con- 
tempt. This week, abandoning the brief, and assuming judicial 
office, he has the still more important task to perform of ex- 
pounding and vindicating the law in the most populous county 
of Ireland. His occupation now is charging juries, and sen- 
tencing prisoners. ‘That both functions are ably and honestly 
performed we doubt not, but they are inconsistent with each 
other, There may be men who can shine in either position; 
but public decorum is violated by the attempt to do so, 


& 


Rediews. 
A Letter to the Solicitor-General on the Landed Estates Bill. 
London: William Maxwell, Bell-yard. 1859. 

This pamphlet seems to us to place some of the objections to 
the Bills introduced by Sir Hugh Cairns in a simple light, and 
we extract what to us to be the most valuable portions. 
The adthor disclaims, in the commencement, any pre- 








judice against improvement of real property law, and any doubt 
of the Solicitor-General’s excellent intentions. He expressss 


his belief that the majority of those who are most competent to. 


form a judgment believe that the effect of the proposed measures 
will be to create delay, and to increase expehse. 
as follows :— 1 

“On one or two points you are (you will pardon me for 
saying) perhaps a little to blame. You state in your speech of 
the 11th of February, on the authority of Mr. that 


the average time occupied by the Incumbered Estates Court in 


the sale of land and the distribution of the purchase-money, 
was fifteen months. It is known to all lawyers conversant with 
such matters, that the average time between a contract and the 
completion of a purchase in England, under the present system, 
does not excecd three months; and that of the exceptional cases 


which exceed that average, in a considerable proportion the . 


delay proceeds from the fact of the purchaser being unprepared 
with the purchase-money, It is also known to lempind that 
the Incumbered Estates Court possessed powers favourable to 
expediting matters, which will not belong to your system. The 
purpose of that Court was, to effect a compulsory sale of an 
estate, in cases where, owing to a defective system, the incums 
brancer could not, and, owing to his embarrassed condition, the 
land-owner could not sell; and for that object the Court was 
armed with the power of converting the interest of 

having claims upon the estate, from land into money; but the 
object was not that those claims, or any claims, should sum. 
marily barred, as is the case with your scheme, the perenne 
under which must be more slowly conducted, since there w 
be no funds by means of which compensation can be provided, 
or mistakes corrected. These considerations naturally suggest 
doubts in the minds of those acquainted with the subject how 
far the promised gain to arise from your system on the score of 
expedition will in fact be realised. 

“Tt is, besides, impossible to deny that the effect of yout 
speech was to give an exaggerated notion of the evils at present 
existi What you stated was true as applied to exceptional 
cases; but not true as applied to the general working of the 
system. On the other hand, you painted the advantages of 
your plan in glowing colours; but lawyers could not fail to 
perceive that there were lions in your path, whom you did not 
slay, and even seemed not to see them. But they were there; 
and though you were able to pass them by in your speech, they 
will stand in the way, and must be overcome before your system 
can be worked. 

“ Moreover, it is not re-assuring to find that, instead of a 
great measure, such as you have in hand, having been 
considered, and deliberately weighed and tested in all its parts, 
your Bills turn out to be off-hand productions, the clauses and 
provisions of which shift and vary from day today. This was 
not the way in which the Real Property Commission of 1832 
handled their Bills; yet, be it observed, none of their Acts 
involved so many difficulties, or were calculated to produce such 
important results, for good or for evil, as the measures you have 
undertaken. 

* * * * * * 


“ My purpose in writing this letter is not to oppose the trial 
of your system, but to make a suggestion for its being tried 
with ewer, 3 You must by this time be aware that your 
plan is viewed with great alarm and distrust by the country 
solicitors. ‘They object to it, as tending to draw to London 
business which they conceive can be transacted more advan- 
tageously to their clients, as well as to themselves, in the coun- 
try. In this opposition they are undoubtedly joined by many 
who on broader grounds object to the measure on account of 
its centralising tendencies. Why not at once disarm this 
opposition, by confining your measure in the first instance to 
the county of Middlesex? You are safe, it seems, from ob- 
jections on the part of the London solicitors. If your plan be 
found to work advantageously in Middlesex, you may be sure 
that all endeavours to prevent its extension to the rest of Eng- 
land will be vain. Show by the example of Middlesex that 
the system is really capable of working, and of effecting 4 
saving of time and expense, and the voice of the o ts of 
centralisation, on whatever groundy, will be sil , and the 
whole country may be placed under your system with universal 
assent. If, on the contrary, your system when tried shall 
not to be successful, the disturbance will have been: local only, 
and will-be oapable of being testified; andthe: landewsern’ et 
the county of Middlesex will be amply compensated for the 
experiment, by having got-rid of their register, an institution 
which bas at all: times -been wholly useless, and worse than 


uselons, from the trouble and expence it has oocasloned—and 
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which seems to exist only as a monument of the patience with 

which a nuisance, when it has once been established, will be 

endured.” 

Remarks on the Title to Landed Estates Bill,and the Registry of 
Landed Estates Bill. Liverpyol: Albion Office. 

The Title to Landed Estatcs Bills, and the Solicitor-General’s 


Speech, considered. By F. V. Hawkins, Esq. London: 

Maxwell. 

The cry is still, They come! The former of these pamphlets 
‘emanates from the Liverpool Law Society. Any deliberate 

ion by such a society is entitled to respectful considera- 
tion. But we mnst necessarily content ourselves with a very 
short summary of what is to be found at length in this bro- 
chure, They are of opinion that the utility of the Bills will 
be of a much more limited character than public expectation 
has anticipated; that an investigation by a judicial tribunal 
thiist be more expensive than one by the private practitioner; 
and that all titles which are now known as safe holding titles, 
not strictly marketable, are excluded from the operation 
of the proposed Acts, They consider that their utility might 
be increased by permitting the Court to guarantee a title toa 
certain point, a suggestion of great practical value, to which 
we hope to see effect given when the Bills come before the 
House of Lords. Several objections to the Titles Bill are con- 
sidered, and in part answered. Amongst others which have 
been started in the pamphlet itself is one to the 72nd 
section, which exempts the proceedings of the Court 
from being stayed by injunction from the Court of Chan- 
cry. The same objection was put into a resolution 
and carried at the last meeting of the Law Amendment Society, 
and certainly deserves the consideration of the Solicitor-Gene- 
ral, The Liverpool Society also suggests that a trustee for 
sale should not be allowed to apply for an indefeasible title 
under sect. 18, without notice to the cestuis que trust being given. 
Upon the whole, the tendency of the pamphlet is in favour of 
the Bills, and the Society does not appear to be very much 
opposed even to that part of the Registry Bill which proposes a 
metropolitan register. 

Mr. Hawkins’s object is to show that the Solicitor-General’s 
scheme, if carried out, will not diminish delay and expense; 
that all it professes to aim at, is to provide an absolute instead 
of the reasonably secure title at present attainable; that this 
step from moral to mathematical.certainty can be gained only 

sacrificing the rights of third pfirties, and by accelerating 
the natural effect of the Statute of Limitations; and finally, that 
the pecuniary cost of the proceeding must be out of all pro- 
~ to the benefits which we expected to flow from if. 

. Hawkins argues in a yery candid manner, and with an 
evident desire to do justice to the subject. His analysis of the 
Bills, with a view to their probable working, will be instructive 
to any one interested in Sir H. Cairns’ measure; while the 
aumérous applications to the new court, which it is shown 
would be necessary under the Bills as they now stand, are 
sufficient to satisfy the most timid amongst us that lawyers 

not suffer very much under the proposed system of 
indefeasible titles. ’ 


4 Practical Treatise on the Law, Privileges, Proceedings, and 
Usage of Parliament. By Tuomas Erskine May, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law; Clerk-Assistant to the House of Commons, 
Fourth Edition. London; Butterworths. 


It cannot fail to be interesting to a philosophic mind to in- 
quire into the laws which are enacted by a Legislature for its 
own government. When they are the growth of centuries, 
and have resulted from its voluntary action, undisturbed by 
external influences, they are of the highest value, not only as 
showing what experience teaches to be necessary for the organi~ 
sation and conservancy of such bodies, but as being in them- 
selves practical solutions of some political problems which still 
puzzle the politicians of Continental Europe. M. de Mont- 
alembert has said, that he does not envy the man who could 
approach without emotion “ le Palais du Parlement Anglais . . . 
ee sacré mille fois que celui du Pnyx d’Athénes, ou du Forum 

in; car il est depuis mille ans le sanctuaire politique et 

if d’un peuple chrétien, et le berceau des libertés du 
monde moderne.” No em ee has ventured to pronounce 
$0 high a eulogy upon our English Parliament, though we all 

15s tral would not sare hs ‘ " P 

investigation into ws, privileges, and usage 
of Parliament, may be twofold, We may either regard the 


from a purely constitutional sa ose or, we any 


va 4 
Proceedings of Parliament, being content with merely a passing 





glance at such constitutional lore as is necessary for 
elucidation. The latter is the plan adopted by Mr. May. 
gives us a preliminary view of the constituent parts of Parlia- 
ment, with incidental references to their ancient history and 
constitution; and also some erudite dissertations on such 
questions as the power and jurisdiction of Parliament collec- 
tively, and the rights and powers of each of its constituent parts; 
as well as an exceedingly interesting and valuable chapter on 
the jurisdiction of courts of law in matters of privilege: The 
great value of the work, however, and what best explains 
the success which has carried it already to the fourth edition, 
is the abounding information on the practice and proceedings 
in Parliament which it contains. We cannot express our ap- 
proval too highly of the methodical arrangement of the portion 
of the work devoted to this branch of the subject. Consider- 
ing the great diversity of the matters to be dealt with, Mr. 
May has shown no little skill and carefulness in the manner 
in which he has not only divided, but carried out, the 
details of his difficult undertaking. The result is very 
satisfactory to the professional reader, who is generally com- 
pelled to consult text-books under pressure of time; for the 
subject-matter is so clearly and logically arranged that, even 
without the aid of the index, one can always lay his finger in a 
moment upon the information which he requires. We remark 
upon this feature of the book, becanse its consideration is 
naturally suggested by a fourth edition, and we strongly recom- 
mend to intending authors, who hope to be equally successful, 
to pay as much attention to the division and subdivision of 
their subjects, so that when repeated editions come to be made, 
they may not disfigure and obscure the original design, and 
make convenient references next to impossible, 

All the -important decisions of either House upon matters 
relating to its own constitution and procedure, which have been 
come to since the former edition, have been carefully noted, and 
are accurately stated in the present edition. We may instance 
the case of Mr. Townsend's bankruptcy, the question relating 
to the capacity of Government loan contractors to sit in the 
House of Commons, and the various phases of the Jewish Oaths 
controversy, in one House; and in the other, the decision of the 
Lords on the part of a life peerage to Lord Wensleydale. We 
have also observed that many of the decisions of the late 
Speaker, of which Mr. Bourke a short time since published a 
collection, aré incorporated into the text. Indeed, the only 
question upon this point is, whether a larger use might not have 
been made of these decisions. Any member of Parliament, — 
however, will find, as a rule, all that he wants in Mr. May’s 
Practical. Treatise. Members of our profession who consult the 
book for practical purposes will be most interested by the 120 
pages which are devoted to an account of the manner of passing 
private Bills. No solicitor who has, or desires, Parliamentary 
practice should omit to read at least so much of this treatise, 
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#) Societies and Enstitutions. 


eS 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 


The discussion on Mr. E. Webster's paper on the Solicitor- 
General’s Landed Estates Bill and Registry of Landed Estates 
Bill was resumed on Monday last. 

Mr. E. WepsterR moved, “ That the transfer or mortgage of 
registered land ought to be effected in county or district regis- 
tries.” The ancient mode of conveying land in this country. 
was by feoffment on the spot, and in copyhold conveyances the 
method was still local. Such seemed to be the natural course 
in dealing with such a subject as land. The arguments in 
favour of local registries were unanswerable. The expense of 
transferring land, if there were a metropolitan registry only, 
would be much ter than under the local system; an 
though where the lands to be conveyed lay in different counties, 
the expense might be less under a metropulitan system, yet 
cases of this kind would only form a very small minority. 
The number of conveyances throughout the country were very 
great, and the inconvenience of having everything done in a 
metropolitan registry would be enormous. 

Mr. Jossrn Wake thought it would be found impossible in 
practice to have a met: itan registry only. Under such a 
system it would be difficult to settle purchases in the country, 
48 no one could sign the conveyance, with confidence that no 
caveat had been entered, unless immediatel examining 
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would be impossible, therefore, to have an office large enough 
for the purpose. 

Mr. i N. Hieerns seconded the motion. He was opposed 
to a combination: of local and metropolitan registries. He 
thought it should be either one thing ‘or the other. He was, 
however, very strongly in favour of local registries. 

The Cuamrman did not consider the grounds assigned in 
favour of a local registry as satisfactory. The old practice of 
feoffments had so completely gone by, having been found incon- 
venient, that no authority in favour of the local system was to 
be derived from it. With regard to expense, it would be 
iticreased where the land lay in more counties than one; but 
that might be counterbalanced by the saving in other cases. 
The’ pdint, however, was, that the management of the registry 
Office would be one of great difficulty, considering the import- 
ahcé given to its operations; and it would be necessary, there- 
fore, to have officers of great experience. It would be impossible 
—unless*at enormous expense—to provide such for every 
county in the kingdom.- And it was on this ground that he 
thought that, in this case, centralization would be better than 
localization. 


Mr. E. Wesster, in reply, stated, that he considered Mr. 
Ware’s view with regard to the division of estates as chimerical, 
although he agreed with him in thinking that a metropolitan 
Fegistry would be attended with many evils. As to what fell 
from the Chairman, he thought that the method of registration 
ee ete ee cor hat there would be no 

difficulty in any man of fair ability and ordinary knowledge 
acting as registrar. 

‘The motion was then put and carried. 

Mr: J..N. Hicers moved, “ That, inasmuch as questions of 


equitable relief must be generally the subjects of cautions and | GOS 


inhibitions in the new court, the Court of Chancery should 
decide them.” It was proposed that the judges of the new 
court should be conveyancers, and not equity iawyers, and they 
would, therefore, be incompetent to decide many of the questions 
that would arise. 

Mr. J. War seconded the motion. 

Mr. E. Wepster supported the motion. 

The CuarmMan was in favour of the motion for the reason 
already stated; and also, he would venture’ to say, on account 
of the obscurity of the Bills, as it would require all the 
astuteness of the equity judges to interpret many of the pro- 
visions. 

The motion was then put and carried. 

Mr. Serjeant Wootrycn withdrew the motion on the 
wnahimity of: juries, of which he had given notice. 

The society then adjourned to Monday, the 4th April, at 8 
o'clock. 


<> 
—— 


Tue British Museum—The Queen has been pleased to 
exercise her right to appoint one royal trustee for the British 
Museum in favour. of. the Rev. William Cureton, Canon of 
Westminster," and Rector of “St. Margaret's. We believe that 
no royal trustee for that institution has been appointed since 
the death of the late Duke of Cambridge, and the -appointment 
in the present instance will be hailed with satisfaction by the 
literary world as a recognition by her Majesty of the eminent 
services which Mr. Cureton has rendered to the science of 
Biblical criticism, and which have secured for him an European 
reputation. 

A Divorce Eriwemic.—The Pittsburg (U.S. ) Gazette says :— 

“ Judge M‘Clure took occasion to refer to the increasing num- 
ber of applications for divorce that came before him. He says 
there is ‘hardly a Saturday, at least, whén he does not carry 
home a pocket sar of depositions in cases which are absolutely 
too outrageous an d disgusting to be called up before the Court. 
The detail of all these scandalous matters the judge is obliged 
to wade through, and oftentimes proof a so overwhelming 
that the Court is forced by a sense of duty to t a decree of 
divorce. The very worst of it is, too, that either one or the 
other, or both, of the jes enter again into a new marriage 
contract within a week after they are off with the old, and one 
which, in ‘nine out of ten cases, will result as the former one 
did. Thus two prospective divorces are begotten of the former 
one, ‘This is out s. One gentleman of the bar stated to 
ps Ba in @ case came his own notice, the woman, 
had procured the decree on Saturday, was married again 

om the very next day. This has become an evil so crying, that 
Judge M’Clure gave out his intention to refuse the decree in 
Maca ne or other possible 

excuse, tut 
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Court Papers. 
Court of Chancery. 
CHANCERY VACATION NOTICE. 
Dartig the Easter Vacation, 1859, the Chambers of the Vice- Chancellor, 
Sir John Stuart, will be open on the foll lowing days; viz. on the 31st of 
. pe the Ist, oe? 6th, 7th, and 8th of April, 1859, from 11 till |, ts 
dispose of applications for time. 
seatae LS 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTH. 
TOULMIN—On Mar. 19, at 20 en — bog wife of 
Samuel Simpson Toulmin, Esq., of a son. : 


MARRIAGES. 


ATTER—MORLAND—On Mar. 19, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, by the 
Rev. T. Sier, D.C.L., Oxon, vicar of Ravensden, James Atter, 
Stamford, to Mary ‘Agnes, youngest surviving daughter of John M 
Esa.» Barrister-at-Law, and first cousin of the present Countess of Beo- 


DIXON—-ELLIS—-On Mar. 23, at St. Saviour’s, Maida-hill, by the Rev, 
Lawford W. T. Dale, vicar of Chiswick, Robert Dixon, Esq., eldest son of 
the late Robert Dixon, Esq , Barrister-at-Law, to Julia Louisa, youngest 
daughter of the late Captain George Ellis, of ‘the Bengal Artillery. 

TYRWHITT—PETERSON—On Mar.-18, at the Embassy, Brussels, by the 
Rey. G. P. Keogh, chaplain, the Rev. iichard 1 E. Tyrwhitt, third: son of 
the late R. Tyrwhitt, Recorder of Chester, to Elizabeth , Oldest 
daughter of A. Peterson, Esq., of Jemelle abe. Menil, in the Ardennes, 


Belgium. 
DEATHS. 

CHEYNE—On Mar. 11, at Bonn, Prussia, aged 55, Anne, the wife of John 
Cheyne, formerly of Liverpool, Solicitor, and youngest daughter of the 
late Alderman Bennett, of Chester. 

COOKE—On Mar. 22, at 2 Taviton-street, Gordon-square, Miss Frances 
Cooke, sister of Edward Cooke ; Esq., Judge of aye Courts. 

Sa Mar. 16, at Croydon, John Goose, Esq., Solicitor, aged 50. 

TLING—On Mar. 13, at Whitton-perk, Middlesex, aged 79, Lydia, 
eldest daughter of the late George Gostling, Esq., Admiralty Proctor, 

LANGDON—On Mar. 21, at Chard, Somerset, William Spicer Langeen, 

Mabon ys Mar. 11, suddenly, at 15 Paneue-deannees Hyde-park South, 
ae Men el ‘the late George Maule, Esq., Solicitor for the affairs of 

ier Bard 's Treasury. 

M'DUFF. Re AS, See, RN. Solicitor, of 37 Castle-street, 
Holborn, aged 59 

MOORE—On Mar. “21; at 35 Montague-place, Russell-square, Henrietts 
George, wife of Charles H. Moore, Esq., aged 31. 

NEVILL—On Mar. 11, suddenly, Jane, the wife of R. D. Nevill, Esq.; Soli- 
citor, of Wellington, Sa!op. 

PRENDERGAST—On Mar. 20, at Highgate-rise, after a short ilines, 

Esq., Q.C., Recorder of Norwich and Judge of the 


——_——~—_——— 
Anclawmed Stock in the Bank of England. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will te 
transferred to the — dpe the same, unless other Caine 
appear within Three Me 

en Witt1am, Gent., ~ na lla £50 Conetta,—Clatmed by 

Wittiam Bacon. 
= James, Coantes Kino, & Epwarp Stroup, ig all of sae 
One Dividend on £4200 New 34 per Cents.—Claimed b: y Caanies Lay 
Ton, surviving executor of Edward Stroud. : 

ELaiNoToN, James Lorrvs, Esq., of the Tower of London, One One Dividend 

on £2000 New 34 per Cents.— Claimed by Rev. Joun Evans, the admi- 


nistrator de bonis ‘non 

Hitas, Mary, wee of f George Hills, Farmer, Eas' , Kent, ' Evizasera 
Warrerieip,. wife of Thomas Whitefield, Gent... -road, and 
Henry Covutter, Yeoman, Duddington, Kent, £3 Long -Annuities— 
Claimed by Ann SxiLtoy, Widow, sole executrix of Mary Hills. 

Mansack, Cuasres, Esq.,- Caversham-park, Berks, One -Dividend om 
£6000 Imperial 3 per Cents. —Claimed by Louw’ Lovecnove, wife of 

Lovegrove, administratrix, with will annexed, de bonis non. 

Tayior, Rey. Gzoaaz, D.C.L., , Essex, and WitLiam Downes, Esq,, 
Dedham, Essex, One Dividend on £2714 : 17:7 34 per Cents.—Cluimed 
by Georce TAYtor. 

Warts, Sanan, Widow, Bermondsey-terrace, £300 New 3 per Cents.— 
Claimed by Mary Ayn Marraess, Spinster, the acting executrix. 


—~—— 
fheivs at Raw and Next, of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Dix, Cuisrorner, Mercantile Clerk, 10 Claremont-row, Barnsbury-rd.‘ 
"ington who ded on or about Dc 21, von Banting, Jun. Baldwin, 


C, Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, "april 25 


—_——_-—_-— 
Estate Brchange Report. 


(For the week ending March 19th, 1859.) 


Ar Tux Mant.—By Messrs, Moons & Tempus. 
Ground-rents, producing £7: 10: +76 een ae Se 

nine houses, Deyunshire- ae, Leen, Se ee 
a ee aoe term, 99 years, eye: 
Le Rw golly leg No, 8}, 62, & 83, Friar-strest, and 

nion-street, Blackfriars-road ; 


3 aes mee | tae _ — 
years | ita annum ; 
ei 48 per anna — : ia 


= ee eee 








che REE § 


1 EP ae Tha ER-EE S §F 


Fe 


of BFE $35 
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Frid Honse, No, 2 2, Neptune-street, Rotherhithe ; let at £16 per an- 
ber a, ten acres of Building Land, Clapham-rise, on the north side of 

Clapham-road, with the residences, cottages, &c., thereon ; was put 
pn dang tas 610,000; but no advance having been made it was 


By Mr. Lerrcninp 
Ee. gag near Henley-on-Thames.—Sold for £8800, aad" £500 ~ 


enna." sy-court and Whitfield F near Dover, 
&c., and 357 acres.—Sold for £10,250, and 121650 for. for the timber. 
Bedhampton, Upper Park Farm, near Havant, comprising 458 
acres of meadow, pasture, arable, and wood land.—Sold for £7000, and 
1483: 10: 0 for the timber. 
Freehold, 


Greenharst and Knoll -Farms, near’ Dorking, Surrey.—Sold for 
£3850, and the timber £2000, 
somry avers oan 2 and mnene 's Farms, near Dorking.—Sold for £2720, 
£800 for the 
Freehold Land, Backing hil, 30a. 26r.—Sold for £1150, including timber. 
ent pene eG 40 preference shares, £25 each (£17: 10: 0 paid).—Sold 
re. 


By Messrs. Foster. 

Freehold Business Premises, No. 395, Oxford-street ; let on lease, at £300 
' per annum.—Sold for £7050. 

Fourth Share, or part of the produce of a Mortgage Debt of 215,980, and 
o3 ee  Neotgi No. 10, Huntiey-street, Tottenham-court 

Lgasehold House, with offices on the ground-floor, No. 45, Pall-mall ; term, 
43° years from Lady-day, 1859; ground-rent, £156 per annum ; let at 
#400 per annum.—Sold for £1670. 

Igasehold House and Butcher’s Shop, No. 1, Munster-street ; and Three 

-houses and Shops, Frederick- street, Regent’s-park ; term, 974 
’ years from December, 1828; ground-rent, £34 per annum ; let on lease, 
and producing £171 : 16: (O’per annum. —Sold for £1340 (in four lots). 

Leasehold Dwelling-honses and Shops, Nos. 5 & 6, Great Chapel-street, 
Oxford-street ; also a range of Workshops, Great Chapel-street ; held 
for 99 years, from June, 1826; ground-rent, £110 per annum ; let on 
lease, at £195 per annum.—Sold for £720. 

Leasehold House and Shop, No. 48, High-street, Portland Town; term, 81 
ap from October, 1820; ground-rent, £4 per a. let on lease for 

60 years from Christmas, 1824, at an annual rent of £28.—Sold for 


By Mr. G. Besry. 
House, No. 46, Smith-street,, King’s-road, Chelsea ; term, 93 
years from Michaelmas, 1802 ; -rent, £4: 10: 0 per annum; esti- 
mated — value, £35.—! 


ny 


i 


Um 


Leasehold Set. of Chambers, comprising 4 rooms, No. 1, ‘James-street, 
\ Adelphi ; held for an unexpired term of.8 years from Lady-day, 1859, at 
# ground-rent of £7 per a 5 let for the whole term at an annual 
rent of £30.—Sold for £80. 

By Mr. E. Rostns. 


Net Improved Ground-rent, of £12 per annum, secured on No. 6, Chester- 
Place, Regent’s-park ; term, 66 from April next.—Sold for £240. 

Net Improved, Ground. rent, of £53 ‘per annum, secured on Nos.7 & 8, 
Chester-place ; same term.—Sold for £1010. 

By Mr. C. Puen. 

Leasehold Premises, comprising Dwelling-house, Manufactory, &c., No. 176, 
Long-lane, Bermondsey ; let on lease at £135 per annum ; also a Leasehald 
Plot of Ground, with House and and Buildings thereon, No. 4, ‘yx 


“square ; term, 30 years from Lady Day next; ground-rent, £3 
annum ; let.at £16 annum.—Sold for £2660. 
Freehold Plot of B Ground, Wood-green, Hornsey.—Sold for £50. 


‘ ” By Mr. Bray, Jun. 

Leasehold House and Shop, No. 4, New-street, Dorset-square, and a Cot- 
tage in the rear; let at £113 per annum ; Hees — 3 years from Christ- 
tas, 1858 ; ground-rent, £12 : 12 : 0.—Sold for £720 

hold Residence, No. 4, Grange-road, Stoke Newington ; let at £42 
Eiattr to term, 99 years from Midsummer, 1846 ; ground-rent, £5.— 


ald Residence, No. 5, Grange-road; let o> ES gee annum; same 
ope pane ipceyty ng 4.—Sold for £370 


Ar Garraway’s,—By Messrs. CrawTeEr. 
The next presentation to the Vicarage of Mitcham, Surrey ; estimated 
gross annual value, ape. —Sold for £2750 
Freehold Residence, Ni 38, Grove-rosd, St. John’s-wood; let at £65 per 
annum.—Sold for 21030 
Freehold Cot 


Buildings , and Land, in all 9a. 10r, 22p.; situate at 
Yiewsley, on, Middlesex ; let at £30 per annum.—Sold for £1030. 


By Messrs. FAREBROTHER, CLARKE, & L 
The second portion of the Stockwell Estate, \Freehold "Bode and 
= 8, Union-place, Clapham-rise ; let on lease at £35 per annum.— 


Freehold House and Shop, No. 7, Union-place ; let ‘on lease at £30 per 
annum,—Sold for £535. 
Freehold House and Shop, No. 6, Union-place ; let on lease at £28 per 
annum.—Sold for £585. 
Freehold House and Nos. 4 & 5, Union-place ; let on lease at £50 
Per annum.—Sold for £1155 
Prehold House and Shop, No. 3, Unlon-place; let on lease at £28 per 
Freehold House: and Shon, N £28 
louse -and 0. 2, Union-place; let on lease at r 
‘annum.—Sold for : ™ 
Prypboid, * The Conch upd Horses” beershop, No, 1, Union-place; let at 
per annum. for £1175, 


Two Residences and Premises, and # Flot of Land in the rear, situate at 


the corner of Union-red aid the - 
letas bey the ane Mle os the houses are 


annum ; —Sold for 
et with shops), Union- road ; let on lease at £55 
Residence, Lawn-villa, peeves ri annual value, £50.—Sold 


(gba we ee 








Freehold Residence, No. 11, Trahgar-place,Caphan-e let on lease at 
~ £33 per annum.—Sold for £7 
Frechokd House and Premise No 10, Trafalgar-place ; let on lease at £35 


“per annum.. for £680. 
Pres Hesidence, Hampshire-cottage, Clapham-rise ; annual value, £30. 
Freehold Residence, No. 8, Trafalgar-place ; estimated annual value, £120. — 
taditd miiecoe 
reehold Residence, No. 5, Trafalgar-place ; let on lease at £42 per annum. 
ora. 


Freehold Residence, No. 4, Trafalgar-place ; let on lease at £30 per annum. 
.—Sold for £680. 
Sold for £635. 8, Trafalgar-place ; let on lease at £27 per annum. 
Freiybla Resilesce, No. f, eee aera let on lease at 
um.—Sold 
i Residenes, No.1 1, Trafalgar-place ; estimated annual value, £55. 
rsa 
Freehold Residences, Nos. 8 & 9, See Sener let on 
lease at £60 per annum.— Sold for £1325 
Freehold ‘No. 7, Fonthill-place ; ; and Baise ot om ‘Ne. 6, 
Fonthill-place ; let on lease at £56 per annum.—Sold for £ 1200... * 
Freehold House and ray HY 5, Fonthill-place ; let on lease at 30 guineas 
per annum :—Sold for £710 
Freehold House and Shop, No. 4 4, Fonthill-place ; let at £45 per annum.— 
Sold for 
eS es SS eet let on lease at £24 per annum, 


Frechold ‘Meaddences, Nos. 1 & 2, Fonthill-place ; let on lease at £60 per 
,annum.—Sold for £1330, 

Freehold Cottage and Dairy, Paradise-road, Clapham-road ; let at £14 per’ 
annum.—Sold for £310. , 

Freehold Residence, No. 1, Paradise-road ; let on lease at £14 per annum. 
—Sold for £480. 

net Ce © tae 2, Paradise-road ; let at £15: 12: 0 per 
andaum.—Sold for 

Prec Cottages, Nou. 5&4, Paras-roa, let at £36 8 : 0 per annum. 


—Sold for 
Fresh Gotages, Nos. 5 & 6, Paradise-road, let at hier 
Ry 


rechold Gttages, Nox. 7&8, Paraio-pace, let at 5 4 O per annam. 
Freheld Cottage, No 9, Paradise-place, let at" £17 pet anmim.-@nld- for 
Fresbola House & Shop, No. 10, Paradise-place, let at £16 per anmum.— 
Frededll Besidence, No. 11, Paradise-place, let at £20 per annum.—Sold 


for 
Freehold Cottages, Nas. 12-& 13, Paradise-place, let at £31 : 4: 0 per an- 
pins comae £340. 

ane Cage, Ses: 1D 18, Paradise-place, let at £37 per annum.— 
PSold for 


= and No. 16, Paradise-place, let at $i8 : 4: Oper annum.—Sold 


House, No. 17, Parndise-place, let at £15: 12:0 per annum.— 

Sold for 

ones SS oe 18 & 19, Paradise-piace, let at £39: 14:0 
ee £370. 

Freehold Plot of Building Land & Cottages thereon, Nos, 20 & 21, Para- 
ee oa: 8 : 0 per annum.—Sold for £600. 


Freehold Cottage Residence, No. 22, Paradise-road, let on lease at £14 per 
annum.—Soid for £290. 
Freehold Residence, No. 23, Paradise-road, let at £16 : 18 : 0 per 


Coctage 
annum.—Sold for £180. 
ee oe eS £32 per annum. 


Frecheld Reaidenete, Nos. 26 & '27, Paradise-road, let at £30: 18: 0 per 
annum.—Sold for £405. . 














——_——_ 
English Punds. 

Enoiise Fonps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. Thr. | Fri. 
Bank Stock .......... Shnt. | .. Shut. | Shut. |... Saat. - 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann...} Shut.| .. Shut. | Shut. | .. oe 
3-per Cent. Cons. Ann...) 964 63} 96§ § (963 $4) 96} 96} ‘ 
New 3 per Cent. Ann.../ .. ee ee 7 Shut. | Shut. » 
New 2g per Cent. Ann.| .. ee we Shut. | .. . 

(exp. Jan. 5, 
‘|g secescceseeess| Shut. | Shut. | Shut. | Shat..| Shut. | Shut. 
years(exp.J 5, . 
Es ~— WI Shut. | Shut. | Shut. | Shut. |-Shat. | Shut. 
Do. 80 yeares. Jan. 5, 
be, 0 san my ‘a ee ee ee ee - + 
ee gt aa tu Shut, | Shut. | Shut. | Shat. | Shut. | ..) > 
India Stock etuenecs ei ae ae pa 221 [219 213 
an Debentures..| 983 | 985 8 | 98§ | 98h | 98h 8) be 
India Scrip, Seeond Issue} .. es es es 94 o 
eget oe )..) Msp] .. we l4s p | 16s p [18a l5ap 
Do. (under sacs] oe fl4st@sp] 18s p | .. 178 p |. ss 
chil 2100) Sar 33836sp/37s34sp/34s 38sp/35s$8sp) 358 p (35s 36sp_ 
Exch. ils (4500) Mar ee nee Tl | Tl [ptetsepiaiedéap: 

Ditto. June. : ve ee oe se as ss 
Exch. Bills (Small) Mar. ae ay Msp] .. [B8s85ep 

De, Advertised ar. LS PERE Pobre osama egies 
Exch. Bonds, 1988 ee rr) ee. e* es a 
"per Cent. seen a ae aes peng “Fe 
Exeh., Bonds, 1850, 34 . 

* per Cent. eeeeeereeee ee ee * 100 ** ee 
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TTIT, Ja Carrier, 9 Bowling-green-row, Woolwich, 
Railway Stock. si HR », Woolwie h. Com. yt ma: Apel 4 08 190; 4, at Tor 
at 12; Basinghal- Off. Ass. 
hall- st. ar. 
emepage Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed.| Thur. | Fri. | ciRTCLIFF, Jou, Boot & Shoe Maker, Worksop, rs 
Com. West: April 2 and May 7, at 10; Sheffield. Off. Ass. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch, June pate m : Sols. Clough, Worksop ; or Fretson, Sheffield. Pet. Mar. 11. 
Bristol and Exeter .... 3 | a ar Fray, Mar. 25, 1669. 
Cater and Holyhead... ee foot da 494]. ~ : CALKIN, Janes, Draper, Rothbury, Northumberland, " 
eager OE me 1 mn a April 4, at 12; and a Sag 9, 001s Nom cweagtie-upon-Ty8. Of tes . 
Reig 60h $41 612 Pe | 60h | Gog | 60d § tis Holes © Hare, F ange 3708, am Mat. ¢ 
i ‘eka 30} sa ee bal ny 4 12 and May 3, at lis otting! ham. Off. Ass. Sols, Alone 
seccecl ee | 98 | oe [98b28] 93 | 983 Soo, » & Morris, Old Jewry; or Bowley & Ashwell, rel, Hotdingbane Pa. 
Glasgow} 73} 73 734 73h M 
Edin Dundee MUN KEN BECK, Joun Bernarn, Tailor, West Hartlepool. Com. Ellison: 
Genin & Goats Wests x is So Baad f i ” te “8 April 4, at 12.30; and May 5, at 1.30; Newcastle- pype- Tyas. Tori 
Great Northern ,.....| 103; 103h $)103 § #1018 4] 1033 jl H je oo Bin Ramy Ping Fh Hartlepool ; or Hodge & 
Ditto 3 Stock . te ° 1328 3 | REDWOOD, Josgra, Apothecary, Charminster, Dorchester. Com. fn 
South & West. (ire.)| |. a ss ee - Gas drews :Aptil 7. and May 8,08 11s Exeter, 08. Ast Fae. 
Great Western aufiel ndrews, ; 

Do. Qroerviy.@. Sik 58k § | 59h t sa a todd be ~ ° REED, Joan Wesser, Grocer, Ottery St. Mary. Com, Andrews 
Lancashire & Yorkshire|95} § 4| 96} 6 aif and May 3 at 11; Exeter. “Qf. des, Hirtes. Sol. Daw, Exotar Pet, 
Lon. ton & S. Coast 244) 113 | 1134 

ROG. Henry James VANZOELEN, came Caneaniet, 5 ie 
ianion Soomwenra| A oa pneeneal Shipowners, 24 Billiter-st. pos dismissed as bad 


























Ensurance Compantes, 


PAID. PER SHARE. 





Eapity and LOW cccccccccccccses £5 19 10 eo 
English and Scottish Law Life.... 3 5 0 «so 
Law Fire ...0+. ceccesosvadccee:: 9 10: 0 és 
TT OMS. Sedvsocvecaccces vocceoe’ 10.66 os 
w Reversionarv Interest........ . . 
and General Life ......... ° 90 os 
and Wiessose 312 6 ° 
—————- 


London Gazettes, 


Pew Member of Parliament. 
Fatpay, Mar. 25, 1859. 
Boxzoucu oy Hanwicu.—Heanry Jervis White Jervis, Esq., vice John Bag- 
shaw, Esq. 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in Chancery. 
Toespar, Mar. 22, 1859. 
Tuomrson, Samvet Surruerp, Gent., Kingston-upon-Hull, 


Bantkrupts. 


TorspaY, Mar. 22, 1859, 
BRETTELL, Taomas Poot, Grocer, Walsall. Com. Gunter: April 8 & 


28, 

ef: Pm arg Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Barnett & Marlow, Wal- 

CHADWICK, my Dyer, Leeds. Com. West: April 1 & 29, at wees 
Of. Ass. Young. Sols. J. & H. Richardson sien Gaunt, Leeds. 


Pet. Mar. 19. 
oe Jou, gr — oo West: sot 2 
; Sheffield. 


Of]. Ass 
CHITTEN DEN, Jous Fuaxks, Surgeon 


tie 
a 


st Joho Parking Upper 


Holloway. Com. Fane: A 1, at 12.30; and May 6, at Re 8 
hall-st. Off. Ass. ane Apa a Sydne dney & Son, 46 Fi 
Pet. Mar. 21, 

COCKSHAW, Samu: a ae 6 Horse-shoe-ct., os. 08 Com. 
Evans: Mar. ai, ai, at yok. ws Ca Ot Jewry Off. Ass 
Bell. Sols. . Pet, Mar. 18. 

HELLIWELL, Taowas, Ine Hipperhoime 
oe oS . = Gast of Sia, 19), at 11.205 ; and May 3, at 11; 

. 45. . 
Keele. Pa. Mar. 16 ion 


HUNT, Hexaz, Chemist, 1 St. 's-ter., Islington. Com. Hi 3 
A ea Of, ass. Yowante, hel. 
. . Mar. 18 
JENNENS, a. om 8 Joun sanders Apel 3 sd ¢ Maché 
113 a M1, at ll 
Of. das = 7 p aicdady Be de® ; nen, 


JONES, Sarma Com. Fane: oi’ Unidion, 
and. 29, at 11; Basinghall-st 4u. Cannan, i 
Basinghall-st. Pe ¥ 





James VaNZOELEN Rocers & Atrrep GLADSTONE). Com. ot 
8, at 11; and May 6, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. : At Cannan. 
Selby, 2 King’s Arms-yard, Coleman-st. Pet. Mar. 

ROGERS, Henny James VanzogLen, & ALFRED = Ship i* 
surance Brokers, 24 Billiter-st. (Rogers, Gladstone. & Co.) Com. 
April 8, at 11; Janes. at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Off, Ass. 

Sols. Linklater & Hackwood, 7 Walbroot. | P een tat Ls Be Feb. 26 
WHITE, Jouy, Joiner, Leicester. bids 
11; Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. ogo onnaty, 


moat 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Tusspay, Mar. 22, 1859. 

Auten, Jonx Davip, Draper, Carmarthen. April 21, at 11; Bristol. 
Baxter, Faepericn, & Samven West (Tillson & Co. ), Lace Makers, Not- 
tingham. April 12, at 11; Nottingham ; sep. est. of Frederick Baxter, 
Coenen, 1 saat Tailor, Kingston-upon-Hull. April 13, at 12; Kingstom 
Ecces, JosErH, Epwagp Eccies, & ALEXANDER Eccues (Ji Eccles & 
Co.), Cotton Brokers. April 14, atil; Liverpool; sep. est. of Alexander 
Eccles. 


GairFin, James, Poulterer, Liverpool. April 14, at 11; Liverpool. 
HanrorD, Jonny, & WitLiam Weaver Daviss ( Harford, Mian ‘a Co.), 
Iron Masters, Bristol, and Ebbw Vale and Sirhowy, Monm 
14, at 11; 


Jou, Wituam Nicuoxas, Stationer, Newport, Monmouth. April 14, at 
11; Bristol. 


Ovpuaw, JouN, jan Bone Grinder, Smeaton-wood, Cheshire. April 14, at 

11; Liverpool. 

Sevittz, Josern, Cotton Cloth Manufacturer, Salford. April 13, at 12; 
Manchester, 

Summons, James, Coachmaker, Westerham, and late of Brasted, Kent. 
April 12, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

STEPHENSON, JAMES, Timber Merchant, Hartlepool, and West Hartlepodl. 
April 14, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

ware James, Farmer, Bourton-on-the- Hill, Gloucestershire. April 21, 
at 11; Bristol. 

Waitwitt, Georce, Shipowner, Bristol (in copartnership with Jonw Bow- 
BER, as Oil & Colourmen). April i4, > 11; Bristol. 

Wittiams, THomas, Grocer, Crickhowell, Brecon. April 21, at 11 ; Bristol. 


Friway, Mar. 25, 1859, 

ACKLAND, GzorGE, Merchant, Island of Ceylon, East Indies, also of 2 Moor- 
gate-st-, now of Loughborough-rd., Brixton (Ackland, Boyd & Co.) 
April 19, 8 at 11; Basinghall-st. 

BeaseLex, Josern, jun., Iron Master, Haltwistle, Northumberland (Halt- 
wistle Iron Co.) April 6, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne (by a from 

Mar. 15, 


Cooxe, Joun, Glass Manufacturer, 4, 5, 6, & 7 Raven-row, Spital 
of Hall-st., City-rd. (Cooke & Crawley). April aa at 12; cara, Baan 

Fice, sums, Boos * Shoe Maker, Downing-st., 16, at 
12,30; nghall-st. 

Fisner, Tuomas, & Wittiam Fisnenr, Carpenters, Harlestone, Northamp- 
tonshire. April 18, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Foxrster, Peter, Ship Builder, Sunderland, April 20,at 12; Newcastle- 


upon- 
—" Groner, Cutler, 71 Goswell-st. April 18, at 12; Basing- 
-st 


Hoae, Epwarp mone Ship Owner, North Shields. April 19, at 11.90; 


New 
Haragison, Joan, & se Jone Ganrorp Bricas, (il & Seed Brokers, 2 Austin 
Friars. April 15, at 1 li-st. 
= Joun cnt Wool Merchant, Leeds. pe ie 1; 1 kas Leeds. 
Lee, WitLtam, Stock & Share Broker, Bristol. 
evr, Minn, Clothier, late Of. Belfast, now of 27 Little tittle Allest, ucodinaatie 
April 18, at 125 Basinghall-st. 


M'Eacnes, Matcoum, Cork Manufacturer, Liverpool. April 18, at 12; 
Liverpool, 


Matueson, Hocu, Merchant, Liverpool. 


April 27, at 11; 
Mapex, Geonce Bow.ex, Underwriter, park North, 
and 34 Great Tower-st., and Lioyd’s 5 Collee- hoes thn a ee ah 
Wittiam AdAM, 34 Great Tower-st., and Lloyd's house). 
15, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. (by adj. ‘trom Jan, 21, a 
Moonnouse, Jamus, jun., Cotton Spinner, near Bury. April 
18, at 12; Manchester, 
pate WIE Tey kek iedienyt tecdw'omns April 5, at 123 
Ourton, Witttam, Chemist & Druggist, Liverpool. April 15, at 115 Liver 
, JOuM, Slate Merchant, Rhyl, April 19, at 11; Liverpool. 
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{ oom ¥ , Anch Britien- > 
PONT deine amy. Bevest: ry sl jien-st., Chelsea. April 19, 


, Lowestoff, Suffolk. April 15, at 2; Basing- 
» Ship Owner, Southport, Lancaster. April 29, at 11; 
=a SSeS toa, u Broad-st. (H. M. Marley & Co.) 
er, Liverpool. April 18, at 12 ; Liver- 

nipernweron, Wrxsam, Wine & Spirit Dealer, Liverpool. April 6, at 
08 & Grease Merchant, Wewesstl-cpon-Tyne April 19, 
nb Ursin, Fear , Alston, Cumberland. April 20, at 11.20; 


1,28 Gt. Marylebone- j 
_wgree, Cuan April 15, at 1; Basinghail-st. = oe 
CERTIFICATES. 


” ff be aLLowen, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 


Tuxspay, Mar. 22, 1859. 
Gover, Epwanp Tuomas, Stationer, Bull's Head-ct., Newgate-st. April 


72, at 1h; 
acre, WitLiam, & Gronas 216 Oxford-st. April 
Roserts, Drapers, P! 
Manchester. 
Shoemaker, "Grea ril 13, at 12; Kingston- 
upon-H 
tat, Caanize Writam, Anvil Maker, Birmingham. April 18, at 11; 
aire. teak ome Dresser, Rnsinten, Nettinghemehire. April 19, 
Wii: 
ait, issn Ausmren, » Builder, 91} Long-lane, Smithfield. April 
i joax. Wine & Spiiit Merchant, Newark-upon-Trent, April 19, at 
Taste, Joan Cotziwewoop, Ship Owner, Rhyl, Flintshire. April 14, at 
aS , Baker, Long Eaton, Derbyshire. April 19, at 11; Notting- 
Yarr, Epwanp, Butcher, Leominster. April 18, at 11; Birmingham, 


Fripay, Mar. 25, 1859. 


sda & Bengamin Cuarrer, Stone Merchants, Liverpool. 
Tey at hs t Liverpool ; separate certificate to B. Chaffer. 
Cunistmas, T1LpEN, Coal Merchant, a and 6 Serayfries-ter., New 
April 15, at 11; Basinghall 
— Guones, Cutler, 1 Genvell-st. " April 15, at 11.30; Basing- 
eunens: ACRE, Witty, & ess Rosgxts, Drapers, 216 Oxford-st. April 
15, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
f m, Hisar Jouy, Musieseller, Newport, Monmouthshire. April 19, at 
; 


we riley, Wotriowhotse, tnyaayaivy, Nanmoute 
14H Henny, Currier, Northampton. April 15, at 11; Basing- 

foun, Licensed Victualler, Worcestershire, April 21, at 11; Bir- 

Ggonrar, Stock Broker, Abchurch-lane. April 15, at 1.30; Ba- 


all. 
TanLeron, Jonn amd pe co abventiond in last 
AX es 14, at 11; its Liveren. 
‘Titer, Vise Evan bok Aor Merchants, 
April a, at at 11; Birmingham. 
To be DELAVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered, 
Turspay, Mar. 22, 1859. 

Ne, Witttam, Linendraper,5 & 6 Rydon-ter,, City-rd. Mar. 10, 2nd 


Dawsow, Geonoz, Gun Maker, Grantham, Lincolnshire. Mar, 15, 3rd 


Evans, monD, Merchant, late of 16 Bush-lane, Sotest, 


Thomas Dat 
Gt fune-r4., Juncibn-re.. Holloway. Mar. 16, 2nd class. 
eee caer ‘en p Hes ng- WiLttam ova ee 
+ nad npomi eS ka ‘John Meteatt, rd 
Begs Hence, Con Desens et Snow-hill-wharf, Birmingham. Mar. 9, 3rd 
Taomas, Farmer, Hale Farm, Chiddingstone, Kent. Mar. 18, 2nd 


“tienen Rosgat Havas, Grorag bret. Hupson, & Freptrcx Hupsox, 
20 London. wall Hudson Brothers, & Co.) Mar. 


ro! er + ed Kogend i, tela spe Hart Hy casa rg 


Sor. 14, Sok eee. 
Caroline-pi., City-rd. 


Mar. 17, 2nd class. 
hill (Williams & Rolls). 


pp elngeaaatipra tienes 


ee 
pear 


mao ; Lageman, Bigh-st., Southwark, Mar, 18, 2nd lags. 





- —— 
| Sxantve, Epwin, Jeweller, 10 Portland. +, St. John’s-wood. Mar. 18, 9nd 


soak James Henzy, Paper Dealer, Birmingham. Mar. 18, 3rd elass. 

Parry, Henry, Drape :, Capel , Carnarvon. Mar, class. 
Rocsas, Hever, Milliner, ‘iggt hacen elves 

ws pongee Joszrn, Farmer, Stockport (Williamson & Ronee Mar. 


Assignments for yap of Crevitors 


Jd. 
ooh, den, Ghana  Horningtow, Burton-upon-Trent. Trustee, 
Mar. 14. 
"| bigamy, Timber Merchan’ Se te Creditors to execute 
on or before June 14. Sol. Vallock, 
Burman, WitiaM, Coal Merchant, Ashted, . Mar. 3. Trus- 
5 See Oe ee, Caen {S,meee Sal 
ry yg foam Antone Strand, Torauay. Mar 1 re Trustees, 
tchinson, grohenennen, Qreeen-@ 5 Bolien, Warehouseman, 
Friday-st. Sof. Devonshire, 8 Old Jewry. 
Foster, Witt1am Georges, Corn Merchant, Sou — Hants. Mar. 11. 
s, J. Dunning, Corn 


Merchant, Portsea ; 
Portsea. Gredtors io execute on oF belore Jane 


Terry, Danii Wititam, Tailor, Nieholas-lane. Mar. 1. es, J. 
Walker, Warehouseman, Milk-st., Cheapside; ©. Belcher, Warehouse- 
man, Basingholl-st. Sol. Huson, 4 King-st. 

Trorres, Tuomas, Grocer, Newcastle-upon- sree. Mar. 5. Trustees, E. 
Tetley, Tea Merchant, 25 Callum-st., London ; Accountant, 

ipon-Tyne. Credi Saintes wakes Sane Sol. irving, 


64 Lincoln’s-tnn-felds, 
4N, AmBaose Jonn, Woollen Draper, 2 Queen’s-ter., Brompton. 
J.C. aye and C. Cakebread, Warehousemen, 


Wuiteu 
Feb. 25. Trustees, 

40 Gresham-st. Sol. Huson, 4 King-st. 

Wirarrs, Henry, Builder, Bristol. Mar.3. Trustees, G. Sinnott, Con- 
tractor, and R. W. Barrow, Carpenter, Bristol. Sol. Dix, 1 Exchange- 
bidgs., Bristol 

Farmar, Mar. 25, 1859. 

Barnard, Frepertcx, Linendraper, . ; Tru a 
Warehouseman, Cannon-st. West; G. Howes, Warehouseman. St. Paul’s- 
churchyard. Sol. Hardwick, Weavers’- at. 

Burcer, JaAMEs, Haberdasher, 





Crovcu, a Draper, 99 Smallbrook-st., 

T. Elstob, 5 Wonehemetenn. Lt ty 
Davidson, beetbare & Hardwick, be yD -hall, 22 

Kxnasron, Hosas, tak Tailor, 20 Liverpool. ay 15, Puen, 

C. Headland, Woollen Merchant, 42 ' Geustiene, Cheapside ; 
Roose, Accountant, North John-st., Liverpool. Soj. Almond, 3. heres 
John-st., Liverpool. 
Laventon, Josers Syxxs, Bookseller, 93 Bold-at. 
» C. Groves, Gatt., 4 Water-st., Liverpool. J; 
countant, 32 Castle-st., Liverpool. Sol. Bird. hurt, peg 

Tises, Joa, Gro cer, Barrowden, Ratland. Feb. 28. Trustee, T. Nunneley, 
Grocer, Leicester. Sol. Harvey, 

Torey, Swirr, ne Peterborough. Mar. 2. Trustees, M. Chesterfield, 
Farmer, Dee St. James, Lincolnshire ; J. Oldrid, Draper, Boston. 
Creditors to execute on or before June 2. Sot. Deacon, 

Weston, Wituian, Painter, Old Town, Leen ee Mar, 14. 
Trustee, J. Hayward, Grocer, Sol. Brown, 
St. Thomas’s-st,, Lymington. 


Eveditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Turspay, Mar. 22, 1859. 


Last Day of Proof. 
Bortz, Corwetivs, Gent., Mill Field- Highgate- @ied on or 
tious feb #161). eye, Sper. Heyl aod ody Ys. Stare 


April 12 
: , Hewny, jun., Attorney-at-Law, Sheffield ywho died in or 
about July, 1857). Smith e. Smith, M. R. 18. 
Bryant, EDWARD, , Grange, Caldecot, near Retiepets i (who died 
se gg 2 has "Taylor and another v. Bryant and others, V. 
Stuart. 
Evans, gy Brandy & Spirit Merchant, Slough, Stoke Le to 
(who died on or about May 4, 1836). Bennington ®. Adams, Cc. Kin- 


Bo Joun, jun., Yeoman, Houghton, Cumberland ( 
Sept} engi <A 
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CHARLESWORTH, WILLIAM, Yeoman, Worrall, Bradfield, Yorkshire (who 
died in or about Feb., 1850). Baxter v. Charlesworth, M. R. Apel 27. 
M‘Mitran, CuaRtorre, Widow of Hucu M‘Mrtian, Carpenter, formerly 
of Commercial-rd., Lambeth, late of Castlemaine, County Talbot, Vic- 
toria, Ironmonger (who died on board the ship ae at sea, on or about 

Oct. 6, 1857).° M‘Millan v. M‘Millan, M. BR. Nov. 25. 

Moore, Wiii1aMm, Gent., Glengall-grove, Old Kent-rd., Surrey (who died 
in May, 1855); and Marra Moors, iow of the said WILLIAM Moore, 
Glengall-grove (who died in or about July, 1858). Moore & Smith v. 
Moore & others, M. R. April 18. 

Mowsray, Caantotre, Widow, Louth (who died in or about Nov. last). 
Re Mowbray’ 's Estate, Mimmack v. Smith, V. C. Wood. April 18. 

Pavt, Epwin, Tobacconist, 4 Holloway-ter., Holloway-rd. (who “- in or 
about the month of Oct., 1858.) v. Paul, M, R. April 18. 

ham, Cambridge (who died in or about the 

Peck v. Peck, M. R. April 18. 

David Sims), Yeoman, Bushey, Hertfordshire 

Muddell v. Sims & 


Peck, James, Farmer, Cotten! 
month of Aug., 1857). 

Syme, Davin (otherwise 
(who died in or about the month of Aug., 1857). 
Lawrence, V.C. Stuart. May |4. 

Tatsort, James, Licensed Victualler, formerly of Lower 
hithe, afterwards of the Trinity Arms Publichouse, > 
ford, and late of 4 Melville-ter., South-st., Greenwich (who died in the 
month of July, 1852). Ward v. Talbot, V. C. Kindersley. May 7. 

Tuomas, CHARLES Freperick, Job Master, Park-crescent Mews, Maryle- 
bone (who died in or about the month of Dec., 1858). Jarred v. Hale, 
Y. C. Kindersley. April 19. 


GMindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
TurspaY, Mar. 22, 1859. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 

Home Counties AND GeneRAL Lire Assunance Company.—V. C. Kin- 
dersley will, on Mar. 29, at 2, at his Chambers, make a call on all Con- 
tributories of £1 per £i share, and £2 per £2 share, 

Kent Benerit Bourwpine Society, also called Tne Kent FREEHOLD LAND 
Socrery.-—V. C. Kindersley will, on Mar. 29, at 12, at his Chambers, 
appoint an Official Manager. 

Manpa.e Minine Company.—The Master of the Rolls will, on April 16, 
make an absolute Order for winding up. 

New Enoine Coat Minine Company.—Creditors to prove their debts be- 
fore V. C. Wood, at his Chambers. 

PARAGON AND SPERO CoaL Mininc CompaNY.—Creditors to prove their 
debts before V. C. Wood, at his Chambers. 

Fray, Mar. 25, 1859. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE MARINE INsuRANCE ComPANY.—The Master of the 
Rolls will, on Mar. 30, at 1, at his Chambers, make a call on the list of 
Contributories of £3 per share. 

Sours Essex Gas Lignt anp Coxe Company.—Creditors to prove their 
debts before V. C. Wood, on April 21. 

LIMITED, IN BANKRUPTCY. 

Boe Minune Company.—April 8, at 2; Basinghall-st.; for proof of debts. 

Buirish AND ForEIGN SMELTING Company.—April 7, at 12; Basinghall-st. ; 
for proof of debts. 

EvropeaN AND AMERICAN STEAM Sarppinc Company.—April 5, at 2; Ba- 
singhall-st ; for winding up Company. 


Scotch Sequestrations: 
Torspay, Mar. 22, 1859. 
AIRD, ALEXANDER, Baker, SE eg Mar. 29, at 2; Faculty-hall, St. 
ee ee Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 17. 
Mackay, Jou (J. Mackay & Son), Boot & Shoe Maker, 121 George-st., 
- Mar. 28,at2; Franklin Temperance-hotel, Queen-st., Glas- 
gow. Seq. Mar. 17. 

SuteLts, AnpREw, sometime Flesher, Portobello, thereafter Potato Mer- 
chant, at Coy ¥ by Tranent, now residing in Home-st., Edinburgh. 
: Mf at 2; Stevenson’s-rooms, St. Andrew-sq., burgh. Seq. 

Suaw, Mrs JANE, Ta —n Elgin. April 4, at 1; Gordon- 
arms-hotel, Elgin. weg. Mar. 19 

Fripay, ‘Me. 25, 1859. 
ayes, Patrick, Farmer, Castleton, Forfar. Mar. 30, at 12; British- 
1, Dundee. . Mar. 19. 

Huu, Ezexten, Boot & Shoe Maker, Petites. April 5, at 12; Ele- 
onet-beeel.' High-st., Dumbarton. Seg. Mar. 23 

Roserton, Kosert, Stationer, eg Glasgow. April 4, at 2; 
Faculty-hall, St. George's pl., Glasgow. 

TULLocH, ALEXANDER, Clothier, ane ‘ton 5, at 13 Solicitors’-library, 
County-bidgs., Perth. Sey. Mar. 2: 








GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 
USED IN THE ROYAL LAUNDRY, 
AND PRonounceD By HER MAJESTY’S LAUNDRESS to be 
THE FINEST STARCH SHE EVER USED. 
WHEN YOU ASK FOR 
GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 
SEE THAT YOU GET IT, 
as inferior kinds are often substituted. 
Sold by all Chandlers, Grocers, &c., & 
WOTHERSPOON & CO., Guasaow anv Lonpon. 


f Py nb angen REVERSIONARY INTEREST 

asset Homa ain tie hate dae, 

rsionary Prope! Interests, and Life Policies of Assur- 

tance, ay do so at this Ofice to any extent, and forthe fll value without 
the delay, expense, and uncertainty of an 

Forms of Proposal Se ccasan Aa hel tikeasicekiil te tiancend 

Actaasy of the Socety, London Assurance py ag 7, Roysl Exchange. 

JOHN CLAYTON, 


F, §. CLAYTON, 





} Joint Secretaries. 





TEETH. 
NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL 
GUMS, and- PALATES; composed of substances better suited, 
mically and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most unerring 
without which desideratum artificial teeth can never be but a 
annoyance. No springs or wires of any description. From the f 
of the auent edernig’§ ed pressure is entirely ob » Stumps are 
sound an the workmanship is of the frst order, them 
oo hest-emaiiee, yet can be supplied at half the Bone SHO onl} 
Messrs. GABRIEL, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTL 
33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
(particularly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at 
134, Duke-street. Consultation gratis. - he 
“ Messrs. Gabriel's improvements are truly important, se be 
visit to their establishments; we have seen testimonials 
order. relating thereto.” —* Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857, 
Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole of 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid 
which are injurious. 





TEETH. 
NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STREET, ena seat: : 
ee vig Pa 9 


By Her Maserrs ho ’s Ro 
EWLY-INVENTED APPLICATION of € 
MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the consti 
Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Palates. 


MR. EPHRAIM MOSELY, SURGEON-DENT. 


9, LowER GROSVENOR-STREET, 
SOLE INVENTOR AND PATENTEE. 


A new, original, and invaluable invention, in the ; 
with the most absolute perfection and success, of MICALLY 
PARED WHITE and GUM-COLOURED INDIA-RUBBER, as a li 
the gold or bone frame. 

The extraordinary results of this application may be briefly not 
few of their most prominent features :—Al!l ow ie _ 0 
spring wires or are required; a 'y increased freedo 
suction is supplied ; a natural elasticity, hitherto wholly unattainable, j 
a fit, perfected with the most unerring accuracy, are secured ; while 

the softness and flexibility of the agent employed, the greatest. suppal 
given to the adjoining teeth when loose or rendered tender by the abat 
tion of the gums. The of the mouth exert no agency on theé 
mically-prepared India-rubber, and, as it is a 5 nen coat fluids of ; 
temperature may be retained in the mouth, all of 
taste being at the ame time wholly provided aguas by the p 
of its preparation. 





TEETH. 
9, GEORGE-STREET, HANOVER-SQUARE, and 513, NEW OX 


HE inconveniences usuall 
plans of FIXING ARTIFICIAL T. 
by Mr. vt FRESCO’S invaluable discovery in 
IBLE GUMS; they require no 
unerring accuracy; and from the flexibili 
employed, pressure upon the gums and 
and if loose, rendered firm and useful in mastication, 
detected by the keenest observer. ‘ 
powaicntatin by Dr. Edward Cock, present 
Hospital, and. by many other Medical men of 
that “ ‘a has been found skilful and 
to practise as a -Dentist.” Consultation 
9, GEORGE-STREET, HANOVER-SQUARE, and 513, 


STREET, next Mudie’s Library. 
Peco = SOLD, pursuant to a decree’ of the 
of Chancery, made in a cause “* BERNARD v. ABBOTT, 
ESSRS. BEADEL & SONS, at the AUCTION ee BARTHOLA 
LANE. in the City of LONDON, on TUESDAY, the 29th day of 
1859, at TWELVE, for ONE 0° GLOCK in the afternoon, with the 
tion of Vice-Chancellor sir Richard Torin Kindersley, the Judge to 
Geer Oe oe cepenceserer ests eee Lots, the 
Peet, Fi “Rhy is to say— 
i- FREEHOLD and COPYHOLD ESTATE (almost 
Land Tax), known as the “ Greenwood 
the tno pan art of Durie: 


ry, in the County of 
built and tiled family residence, with 





Southampton, 
the homestead and 
and 325a. 3r. 8p. of arable, pasture, and woodland, lying within  # 
and divided into enclosures. 

Lot 2. Twoenclosures of raya rem agee) pag 
Bishop’s Waltham, and three allotmen: 
Se Wb tend che Crane corenicy af Lak pa wt 
or thereabouts. 

Lot 3. Three ts, at present unenclosed, situate on 

road, and opposite to Lot 2, and ¢ 


allotmen: 
Common, abutting onithe road. 
3a. 2r. 9p., or thereabouts, : 
The may be'viewed by permission of the tenants, and pf 
and conditions of sale may be had ) with litl 
Rens of Oe estate, of Messrs. Dalton Sa 
fap whe lew Burlington-street, London ; of Messrs. 
Collyer, No. 4, Bedford-row; at the Mart ; and of Messrs. 
No. ” Gresham-street, London, E.C. 





“Tailor, 7 t- 
4 hogateet We 


other is os alone. 7 
Gaines Drew roa aod the a 
guaranteed. 
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